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them from fire, darkness, and the worm that dielb 
not, because none is free from sin, <fcc. 

15. Sevebus of Antioch (Syro-Jacobite). 

And give rest in the bosom .of Abraham, Isaac, 

>ni 'X -Jacob in th* Paradise of pleasure, in the place 
ux jy-pose, in si.v tabernacles f<f the Saints, where is 
the riiuitituuc them ***** £• v p Uie glorious holy- 
day, the souls, bodies <*w! spirits of then* "ho 
have ix-:u° to Thee oat of itosh and blood, ;o •_iu.e, 
O Lord of all llesh : where is the perfection. s •* !iv 
without molestation, and the first-fruits of ine. ni. e 
promises; of the consummation whereof make them 
worthy, not reckoning to them their offences. 
entering into judgment with Thy servants, for i:. 
Thy sight shall no man living be justified, for One 
only is without sin, &c. 

16. Theodore the Interpreter ( Xestorutu ). 

Lord, our Clou, receive from us, through Thy 
grace, this sacrifice of thanksgiving, namely, th. 
reasonable fruits of our lips, that the memory max 
he good before Thee of the ancient righteous men, 
holy prophets, blessed Apostles, martyrs, and con¬ 
fessors, bishops, doctors, priests, deacons, and all 
the sons of the holy Catholic Church, who with true 
faith have departed out of tills world, that by Thy 
grace, 0 Lord, Thou rnayest give them pardon of 
all sins and transgressions, which, in this world, in 
.. ru'.rtal body, and a soul, subject to temptation, 
they have sinned and offended, for there is no man 
that siimeth not. 
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SIX ST. THOMASES 

By T. K. JOSEPH 


CORRECTIONS 



Page 

2, last para; for 149S, read 1498. 

11, line 11; for 1498 to 1525, read in 1531 and 155Z 
14, line 1; 17 should be more than 16. 

14, para 2, L5: for chancel, read domed room. 

14, para 2,1.7: [or chancel, read room. 

22, S. 16:1947, and not 1946. 

30, line 1 from bottom: of 18S6. 

36, last line: for 30 read pp, 62-63. 

42, 1.2 from bottom: read Malef-. 

45, para 1; S. 36, and not 33. 

47, last line: read Iraq, not Cappadocia. 

68, line 1:1340 is correct. 

69, para 2: 1523, and not 1517. 

73, para 2. line 7: read Guda-and not Gunda- 
76. para 1, for p. 74, read 82. 

S3, para 2, for had rested, read first rested. 

87, para 3, to tomb inside, add or outside. 

To be added an para 3. on p. US:- 

hi, n 'S' 63G> sent,, ’ ce giv< ’ n ^ Fr - Parumalll on 

tZthiani, Th.k/Z T , h0 ™ S pre " thed <he Gospel of Chri»t to the 
and lo tZ 1 Portian,. ,he Hyrconlans, and the Bacirian,, 

mo .,° „ J ,he0ri6n ‘“ 1 =nd pana.ratlnq the ,nne,: 

.ion he died I ! I “““ 1 " nii s “ ll ”3 hls preaching by his pm- 

' . d . t ® |i xed wlth a lonce {and not with an arrow nor as 

with hon, V ? al “ n ’ i " a ' 0 =“7 ol ! ndia, and there was buried 
GumLphor Z" 6 V"*"” Wer *' reasonab, y. these only in the 
known o W d “‘/ 6<lln : s °' lhe GteekAcrs, Parris, Drin.s, 
Himalaya, , C , 7* ‘V ^ Wh °‘ e ° Undla »uuth of the 

Sf Thomas's ^ 


<o St. Thomases of South India 

— A Muslim Non- Martyr (Thawwama), made 
Martyrs after 1517 A. D. 

(T. K. loseph, Chengannur P. O., 

Travancore, S. W. India,) 

1. Mylapore Tomb No. 2 

The best known and most venerated "St. Thomas" 
of South India is the Thomas buried before 1283 
A. D. in the North-South tomb inside the San 
Thome Catholic Cathedral in Mylapore, Madras, 
S. E. India. That tomb or that Thomas, or any 
other Thomas of South India is not found men¬ 
tioned in documents prior to the thirteenth ceutury. 

As described to Marco Polo in 1-288—1293 by 
Christians,he had come to Ma ab;ir,i.e., Coromandel, 
South-East India, after his preaching in Nubia, in 
North Africa, and had been killed accidentally by 
a -Gr:ivi" ( = Arabic Kafir, Pariah) fowler with an 
arrow aimed%t a peacock. So he was^»£»y-martyr, 
quite unlike the Apostle Thomas described as a 
martyr in all noti-South-Indian accounts found 
recorded in the extant documents of Asia, Europe, 
and Africa, from the Syriac Acts of Judas Thomas, 
ca 210 A.D., downwards, and even in South Indian 
documeuts after 1517. He was transformed into 
another sort of non-martyr, and into martyrs of 
several sorts after South Indian Christians contact 
with the early Portuguese, say after 1517, iu which 
year too the Ma’abar Thomas from Nubia was 
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described to the Portuguese Diogo FernaDdes (t a. 
1517—43) as a non-martyr. Vide Marco Polo 11, 
Book 3, ch. 18, 17, 20 & 35 for the Pariuh-arrow- 
-killed non-Martyr from Nubia claimed by Muslims 
as their own "Saraeen Avarian" (Arabic Jiaicariy 
plus Tamil masculine ending aan), and for St. 
Thomas in Abyssinia. No other record says the 
Apostle Thomas preached in Nubia or Abyssinia. 

The above Ma’abar tomb is the present North- 
South Mylapore tomb inside the San Thome Cathe¬ 
dral, which (tomb) was in 1523 opened by the 
Portuguese Diogo Fernandes. 

, 2. Against Both Mylapore Tombs 

Says Col. Sir Henry Yule (in his Marco Polo 
Vol. H, 1903, p. 358):— 

"The question" (of St. Thomas) “appears to 
have become a party one among the Romanists in 
India in connection witu other differences” (bet¬ 
ween those of the ancient Syrian rite, and those of 
the Latin rite introduced by the Portuguese in 
1498), “and 1 see that the authorities* (European, 
Latinite) “now ruling the Catholics at Madras” 
(those of the Latin rite) “are strong in disparage¬ 
ment of the special sanctity of the localities”, (viz. 

(1) the Sau Thome tomb inside the Catholic Cathe¬ 
dral, (2) the Little Mount, and (3) St. Thomas 
Mount, both to the S. W. of, and near, Sau Thome) 
‘and of the whole story connecting St. Thomas with 
Mailapur”. (Italics mine). See also, Yule’s 
ill. Polo, 1871, for the same disparagement. 


That ‘ strong disparagement" in 1871 of South 
India’s St. Thomas “story", by the Madras Catholic 
authorities was quite reasonable. For (1) as admitted 
by Christians to Marco Polo in 1288—93, and later 
on to Bishop Marignolli (1318), to Barbosa (1500- 
16), and Diogo Fernandes (1517), their Thomas 
was a Parwft-arrow-killed non-martyr, quite unlike 
the martyr St. Thomas of all ether accounts in the 
world, even of the South Indian Christians’account 
subsequent to 1517. 

(2) The bones of the two skeletons, from the skulls 
downwards, were found in both the alleged Myla¬ 
pore tombs of St. Thomas opened in 1523 & 1523 
whereas one St Thomas's bones including the skull 
with “no part found missing” as certified in 1566 
by the Ortona Bishop and others, had been in the 
third century (232—3 or shortly after) taken away 
from somewhere in India to Edessa, and they were 
being venerated in the Ortona Church, East Italy, 
since 1258. 

(3) Besides, the present alleged MyluporeSt. Thomas 
tomb inside the San Thome Catholic Cathedral, viz. 
the tomb lighted in Barbosa’s d iys \ 1500-16) by an 
old Muslim and not by a Christian, and in 1523 
opened by Diogo, is and was in the South Indian 
Muslim tombs' north-south direction, with the head 
in the north, quite unlike the east-west tombs of 
the Jews or Eastern Christians,, or the Hindus’ 
north-south burials and funeral pyres with the 
head in the south. 



(4) Syriac Thoma or Thama was used by Muslims 
also in the Arabic form Thnma or Thaw warm, 
with the same meaning twin-born in both languages 
(e. g. the famous Muslim saint and scholar Sharfud- 
din Tkatcwama of Sonargaon in Bengal, 14th 
century). 

3. Tomb Doubted, 1729 A. D. 

Long before the Mylapore Catholic Bishop’s 
and others’ “ .trong disparagement” of 1871. supra, 
his predecessor had, in 1729, doubted the present 
tomb, and had written to the Sacred Congregation 
of Rites, Rome, for a decision r,s to “whether 
this place be the true sepulchre of St. Thomas". 
That.doubt was quite legitemate as shown in the 
previous section. In 1729 he,must have been aware 
of at least reasons 1 and 2 above. Rome’s reply 
has not Been published. Was the “strong dispar¬ 
agement" of 1871 a result of that reply, or of the 
reasons i and 2 given above, and known to the 
Bishop of 1871? Rome too must have been aware 
of those two; and Goa also. 

4. Papal Letters of 4886 and 1923 

H. R. Pope Leo XIII., in his Apostolic letter 
‘‘Humanae Salutis Auetr -v ’ dated 1st September 

1886, said. “the East Indies fell tc the lot of 

St. Thomas ’. Yes, the translations of Syriac Acts, 
c. 210, mentioned the portion of India under 
kings Gundaphar, Gad and Mazdai-all non-South- 
lndian, and even non-Indian names, but really 
I arthian (the first two) and Gld-Persian (the third), 


ins evangelized by the martyr St. Thomas. And at 
about the same time, 228 — 231 A. P , Oiigenof 
Alexandria in Egypt, and in ca. 210, The Clemen¬ 
tine Recognitions, assigned Parthia to that martyr. 
Did these two contradict,Tie Acts? No, I think 
Gund 'phar and Gad were the Inio-Parthian kings 
"Gud.iphara and Gadans, as historians say. 

The Papal letter adds: "He.having travelled 

to Ethiopia, Persia, Hyrcauia and finally to the 

Peninsula beyond the Indus.paid to the Chief 

Pastor of souls the tribute of his blood”.. Yes, 

the Apostle Thomas was really a martyr in India ,. 
: who paid to Christ, “the Chief Pastor of souls, the 
: tribute of his blood”. 

But the first known, Muslim-claimed (1288— 
93). and Muslim-lighted (ca. 1510, as Barbosa saw) 
Thomas of Mylapore was a non-martyr who did 

■ not pay to Christ or any one else the tribute of his 
jt blood. For (1) as recorded from Marco Polo to 

Diogo (1286 to 1517), South India’s Thoma (Muslim 
?; Thuma or Thawwarna) died accidentally at the 
- hands of a Pariah with an arrow. And (2) none 
_ before 1517 located the martyr St Thomas in South 
I India, or in any seashore tomb as iu Mylapore, 
S contra the mountain tomb of his in all other docu- 

■ ments since The Acts of ca. 210 A. D. 

H. H. Pope Pius XI, in his letter of 21st Dec. 
:l t 1923, quotes from the above'Papal letter of 1886 the 
i statement about the Apostle's martyrdom and about 
|| “India's” (not particularly, or definitely South 








-6- 


India's) revering that martyr since the year of his 
martyrdom in India-somewhere other than South 
India, whose earliest known Thomas, Muslim- 
-claimed, and Muslim-lighted, was undoubtedly a 
non-martyr, in 1288 to 1-517, and probably even 
before, and after Muhammad Nabi. 

5. Whence Priest-Lance Martyr? 

Why was he made the present “priest-lance"- 
-killed martyr and other sorts-of martyrs by South 
Indian or Portuguese Christians? Mo explanation 
at all has yet been offered by any ono “Priest- 
-lance-martyr” St. Thomas, we know, is found only 
in De Miraculia Thomae (et. 500) and some later 
European documents known to the Portuguese who 
came in contact with South India’s “St. Thomas” 
Christians since 1501. West Asian and North 
African documents prior to the coming to \V. Asia 
of the European "briars Preachers" who were in 
and before 1253 preaching “in the lauds of the 
Saracens, the Greeks, the Bulgarians, the Comans, 
the Ethiopians, the Syrians, the Goths, the Jaco¬ 
bites, the Armenians, the Indians, the Tartars, the 
Hungarians and other infiidel nations of the East", 
mention no “priest-lance”-martyr St Thomas, nor 
the “priest-sword”-martyr found fn the Latin 
Passio Thomae, ca. 500. The above date 1253 is 
that of Pope Innocent IV.’s letter to the above 
Preachers. 


6. Bishop Medlycott's Explanation, 

1903, not Valid 

Bishop I)r. Mediycott (in his India and the 
Apostle Thomas, 1905) explains that the martyr 
St. Thomas was, in M. Polo’s days (1288—93) and 
later on till 1517, described by Christians as a 
Pariah-.arrow-killed non-martyr, in order to save 
their face'. But not even one of those Christians' 
ancestors was the murderer, either deliberately or 
bv accident. And so no Christian bad in 1288 
1517 to “save bis face". It was a Pariah who hap¬ 
pened to bring about that non-martyr s death, and 
that quite unintentional}’, without malice prepense. 

And the Pariahs (“Gavis”) of M. Polo’s days 
. did admit their ancestor's arrow-shot, tacitly, 
by their fear “to enter the plaee where Messer St. 
Thomas is —I mean where bis body lies”. M. Polo 
adds: “Indeed, were even 20 or 30 men to lay hold 
of one of these Gavis and to try to hold him in the 
place where the Body of the Blessed Apostle of 
Jesus Christ lies buried, they could not do it! Such 
Vis the influence of the Saint;“-(the “Saracen Avariai. 
"from Nubia); “for it was by people of this genera- 
'tion’’, (a manoE this Pariah Hindu low caste) “that 
,J 'he was slain, as yon shall presently hear" (in Book 3, 
’chapter 18, ot M. Polo's Booh of 129b). And no 
other Hindu, nor a Muslim bad to ‘save his face 
4as he was not implicated in the Pariah fowler s 
iflarrow-shot. So Dr. Medlycott's explanation is not 
- valid. . . 

0r 
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7. D’ Cruz’s Explanation, 1929. 

After the above Catholic “disparagement" o( : 
187], and the Papal letters of 1886 3nd 1923, Papal ’■ 
Chevalier D’ Cruz, Ii. 8. G., Editor, Mylapore : 
Catholic Register, declared in his St. Thomas, 1929, ; 
p. 112, about the present north-south “St. Thomas’' 
tomb inside his Mylapore Cathedral thus:“Catholics 
who venerate the tomb are not compelled to believe 
in its genuineness; and they know well that it is a 
question of evidence and that they maybe mistaken 
as to the fact. They regard it, in any case, in the 
light of a memorial, whereby the saint”(non-martyr) 
“is remembered and honoured. If miracles are said 
to have occurred in connection with the reputed 
tomb or relics”,—(both being really of the Pariah- 
-arrow-killednon-martyr of, and before i288to 1517, 
and not of those Catholic’s priest-lance-killed 
martyr St. Thomas of after 1517)-“Cathoiics under¬ 
stand again that here also it is a question of evidence 
and that, if genuine, they are the result of faith 
excited by the memorial of the saint”— (the non- 
martyr Saracen )—“whose intercession had boon 
implored by clients for Divine interposition on their 
behalf - '. The evidence is for the non-martyr. 

8. Contradictory Traditions, “so dear” 

D’ Cruz’s book’s Introduction is by the Catholic 
Bishop of Simla, Bt. Rev. A.M. Teixeira, Co-Adjutor 
to the Mylapore Bishop. The Introduction affirms 
that“the Malabar tradition by itself is proof enough”, 
and characterises the Mylapore tradition as “an 


additional corroboration to the former and as 

“hoary.to us all so dear". But the Malabar and 

: M via pore traditions about the “priest-lance-martyr 

St Thomas is not prior to 1517 A. D., and so 
boarv, but new-fangled. And, in fact, the previous 

South Indian “Thoma” tradition mferated rom 

Marco Polo to Diogo Eernandes (1288 tol517) was 

clriainhj about a Pariah-arrow-killed non-martyr 
: from Nubia, claimed by Muslims as thenrowoS^ 

•I ac en saint.” This non-martyr was so dear to South 
Indian Muslims, Christians and Hindus (other than 
Pariahs) since 1288 or before. Pariahs dreaded 
him' S. Indian tradition is unverified , said 
Vatican City, 1952. See 17, 5 below. 

Why was that dear non-martyr replaced, after 
1517, by the present “so dear" “a^yr? Andj y 
7 were Pariah and arrow replaced by Empraan 
;; .priest and lance? No one has yet wP'amedthat 
5. violent, unchristian.wife face-* «» for St. Tho- 
* mas's sake!’. 

’ Will this priest-lance-martyr be rejected later 

- on and the former Pariah-arrow-non-martyrdom 

I be'accepted again? The Muslims do not care to 
3; have their non-martyr Saracens tomb, or bones 

a** ■ . r *. 

Note:- Will a law court decide in favour ot 
| the Muslims’ Saracen, or the Christians’ non-mar- 
gi tyr-martyr? 

;§ On his p. 95 D’Cruz gives the pre-Portvguese 
it (ante 1498 A. D.) account of the accidental, Pariah- 
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arrow-caused death of the “St. Thomas' buried in 
Coromandel, i. e. in Mylapore, as be admits. He 
says: “The local version" (of 1288 and 1318) "of the 
martyrdom'—(no, of the non-martyrdom) “prevai¬ 
ling od the Coromandel Coast, as given fay Marco 
Polo and Bishop John de Marignolli, is that St- 
Thomas while praying in the wood was accidentally 
shot by an arrow aimed at a peacock” (by a Pariah 
fowler as M. Polo says; with a “friccia ”—(arrow) 
as Marignolli says). 

D’ Cruz is wrong in regarding this accidental 
death as “martyrdom”. It is quite unlike, and 
contrary to, St Thomas’s martyrdom, admitted by 
him as fact. He says: “However, the old Liturgical 
Books and Martyrologies of the Nestorian, Latin 
and Greek Churches, all testify to the fact that the 
Apostle Thomas won a martyr’s crown'. He is 
right as regards the Apostle’s martyrdom, but wrong 
in regarding the Pariah-arrow caused accidental 
death of Mylapore’s Thomas as martyrdom in the 
cause of Christ or Christianity, or as martyrdom 
consequent on his preaching Christianity, or on his 
converting people to his religion, or due to his pray¬ 
ing to his God silently and unnoticed by the fowler 
(as M. Polo says about the non-martyr). 

D’ Cruz has not mentioned in his book the fact 
that even after Polo and Marignolli (1288—93 and 
1348), Duarte Barbosa (ca. 1510) and Diogo Fer¬ 
nandes (1517), both of the early Portuguese period 
(1498 to 1523), heard from South India the Pariah- 
arrow-non-martyrdom account itself of 1288 to 1517 . 


He, like all others who have written on South 

India’s several non-martyr-martyr St \ 1 V°J !U £ 
has not explained why, after the coming of be 
Portuguese to whom the Apostle was decidedly a 
martyr, South India has transformed its preuot 

Ziw 

non-martyr and several sorts of martyrs and fi a\ y 

Ter 1710 preferred its present 

martyr, first found in ca. 500 in the Latin De Jltra 

culis Thomne, available ^ ^ 

!r-s nhce> Why have St. Thomas Christians 

r re cent°centuries, D’Cruz has not explained why 
f Mylapore’s two alleged St. Thomas tombs are on 
vi fch seashore, while in all documents of thejvorld 
I prior to Marco Polo the martyred Apostles tomb.s 
| on a mountain. It must be noted here that M«rt~ 
I p-Mitan Mar Solomon of Basrah s (ca. 1-22) 

statements, in the original copy of his Bool of Me 
vl Bee, about St. Thomas’s fields of work and h.s 
| burial place (“India or Mahtnpht) have not yet 
Hi been ascertained. 
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9 Mar Solomon’s Mahluph, or India?, 
ca. 1222 

One manuscript copy of hiB Book says, He 
taught the Parthiaus, Mcdes, and Indians, and :/ 
’’was buried in Mahluph", or “in Edess-V, while the y 
Oxford manuscript says, “He taught in lud t a, and » 
Sind, and Persia*, and “was buried in India* (some- £ 
whtre in “India”, and not in Sind or Persia), or in ; 
Edessa”. Mar Solomon was not sure where exactly 
the Apostle was first buried. We know from the 
Syriac Acts that the corpse was buried in the first 
century in a mountain tomb in “India”, and that 
it was his bones from some place u-'est of it, and 
near it that were much later, in or after the third 
century, “buried" in Edessa. 

Did Mar Solomon or his amanuensis write 
■Mahluph, or merely India in his original copy and 
in other copies of his days? No one can say for 
certain that it was Mahluph itself in those earliest 
copies of the Book of the Bee, ca. 1222. 

10. Bp. Bar-Hebraeus’s Lance-Killed 
St. Thomas, ca 1250 

We know that Mar Solomon’s contemporary 
and neighbour in W. Asia, Bishop Bar-Hebraeus 
(b. 1226, d. 1286), the historian says in his J lall- 
haeurn that “Thomas preached to the Parthiaus, 
Medes and Indians 1 ’, as in one MS. of Mar Solomon, 
but unlike him says definitely (a) in his Matthaeum, 
supra, and (b) in his Syriao Chronicle that fa) he 
“was killed at Calamina", (b) (with a lance, by a 


wh „ 3 living on a mountain of India), and that 
^, n 0 m “carried his body away to Calamina and 

ihere buried it. . , 

This Calamina is found first in the Spanish 

entirely -i Ttan»" 

n“ft"o“«n"v D.I bo,lea a “ ?” 

1. I.OI® the Apostle Thornes buried 
seashore, quit b lhe {ormer kings were 

bur led" ’on lhe inou ntai u «** 

* -STjarSf «--«* - 

his journeys, death and burial. 

11. Fr. Hosten’s If, 1923 
Rev. Fr. Hosten, S. J-, whose published studies 
nf St Thomas documents are well known, * y . ' 
° f ‘‘ what the Portuguese found at Mylapore .- 

’ SR favour of 

[ srss * *** 0/ 

“ Bengal, 1923, No 5, p. 169, footnote -5. , 
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The year ought to be 1523, and the depth 17 - 
palms, the depth at which Diogo Fernandes, the 
Portuguese excavator of the present (second) Mybi- 
pore tomb-(that inside the San Thome Cathedral)- 
found undisturbed in 1523 (not 1522) the following 
“much worn out” bones:— 

(1) some bones of the heat 7 . (2) some ribs 
(3) some'bones of the whole body, ( 4) one thigh bone, 
(5; the rest of-the bones in “the rest of the grave 
which lay undmj the foun dation of the sanctuary", 
i.e., of the unrume^ otiaii^ T o^the” ruined Myla pore 
church. The head portion of this north-south tomb 
was outside the northern wall of the See 

Diogo’s sworn statement of 1543, published in 
Esplendoresda Religiao, Goa, April 1930, pp. 152-6 

and in Kerala Society Papers, Series 9, pp. 205_ 

217 (English translation), aud corrections in Series 
10, p. 270. 

In 1523 and before, since 1258, the Skeleton 
admitted to be of St Thomas the Apostle, with its 
skull certified in 1566 by the Ortona Bishop and 
others as entire, with “no part found missing ", 
lias been venerated as genuine in the Ortona Church 
in E. Italy. So no portion of real St. Thomas’s 
skull could be found elsewhere in 1522 or 1523. But 
the two alleged St. Thomas tombs of Mylapore 
opened in those two years did coutain respectively, 
the entire skull and “some bones of the head ", 
as well as the rest of either skeleton. Neither of 
these two alleged St. Thomas skeletons of Mylapore 
could, therefore, be the Apostle Thomas’s. 
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Thus, “the whole contention in favour of St. 
Thomas’ connection with Mylapore" is certainly 
lost, and not “seems to be lost” as Fr. Hosten said. 

Hence the “strong disparagement” by the 
Madras Catholic authorities, in 1871 and later, “of 
the special sanctity of the localities and of the 
whole story connecting St. Thomas with Mailapur”. 
Hence also the demand in March 1950 by the St. 
Thomas Catholics of S. W. India, at their meeting 
at Ernakulam, Cochin, for the Ortona skeleton of 
St. Thomas. 

But it has not been given to them. In Decem¬ 
ber 1953 the right hand of the Ortona skeleton, 
brought. by H. E. Cardinal Tisserant, was deposited 
for veneration by them, in a Poutifiical Shrine in 
Cranganore, in Cochin, as H. H. the Pope's property 
and not theirs. 

Thnrnthoor, near Cranganore, claims t.o have 
a frumnent of the Ortona St. Thomas bones from 
" lon^before 1550. It is said to have been brought 
: to the Catholic Church thereby some European 

' missionary. 

it Another portion of the Ortona skeleton was 
S some days later (in 1953) deposited by the 
Cardinal in Mylapore, as really Si. Thomas’s, even 
:: vi though most of the bones of 1523 are back in the 
present Cathedral tomb in Mylapore and a small 
C. fragment of one of them is outside it in a rjliquary, 
fh all venerated as the Apostle’s bones! In fact these 
2 are a Muslim non-martyr’s bones. ' 
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- 12. St. Xavier Silent, 1545 

St. Xavier too could say that “the whole con¬ 
tention in favour of St. Thomas’ connection with 
Mylapore 'is lost because the skull bones and the 
rest of the skeleton found by the Portuguese in 
either of the two alleged St. Thomas tombs In Myla, 
pore in 1522 and 1523, could not be the Apostle’s- 
in view of the fact that his hones including the 
entire skull had been in the 3rd century taken away 
toEdessa, and have been venerated in Ortona since 
1258. He could say that, even if he did not know 
that from 1288 to 1517 Mylapore’s Thomas was a 
tton- mar ty r , quite unlike the Apostle Thomas who 
was a martyr. St. Xavier was in Mylapore for four 
months m 1545, and was given some “St. Thomas 
relics .probably fragments of the alleged St. Thomas 
bones of 1523 Bui. Je is silent about St. Thomas’ 
in Mylapore or Malabar, or about the manner of 
his death. (Where are the above relics he received 
from Mylapore?) 

It was perhaps the story of stoning of St. Tho¬ 
rn as by a Mylapore Yogi's (“Jogi’s'j partisans that 
St. Xavie.r heard in 1545. Form 1531 Miguel 
eireira had heard it “from Muhammadans and I 
Hindus, from natives of Malabar and foreigners", 
and Gasper Correa (come to India in 1512) recorded , 
t in his Letulas da India , which he Was still wri- I 

1497 l t r T IS l)00k COntains the history from ! 

1491 to looO, of India’s Portuguese. 1 


; According to the story of 1531 roprodoced by 
the Portuguese poet Camoens, in India from 1553 
to 67, St. Thomas brought back to life the “Jogi’s” 
sm killed by the father, w^ho accused the Apostle 
of the m lrder. Tuit miracle resulted in theconves- 
siou of many people and their king But the Yogi’s 
partisans (Brahmins) hated St. Thomas and they 
stoned him,and one of them killed him with a spear 
during a riot, because of the cooversions, and his 
intention to b lild a church in the Yogi's plot of 
ground This murderer is not the Pariah of the 
nou-martyrdom account of 128.8 to 1517, bat the 
“priest“.of the narrative in De iliraeulis, and other 
European records known to the Portuguese new¬ 
comers to South India and to Camoeus.md probably 
to St. Xavier himself. 

13. Non-Martyr of Joseph 
the Indian’s Days, 1501 
In 1501 “Josephus Indus”, the St. Thomas 
Christian priest of Cranganore, could tell the Por- 
; tuguese in Cochin and Lisbon, and the people iu 
Rome, & Venic - ... thing hut his old Pariab-.arrow- 
-non-uiartyrdoi . cconnt of 1288 to 1517. But he 
, appears to have .een silent about his St. Thomas’s 
death. Fora Venetian report of 1507 of Joseph’s 
supposed statements on some points, see Keiala 
• Society Papers, Series 11, pp. 291-6. Castanbeda 
who was in ludii, 1528—38, gives in nis Conquista 
da India "nothing but an abstract of what Josephus 
j Indus said”, says Dr. Burnell in bis edition of 
f Linschoten, p. 85. Those in Europe could scarcely 
j make out what he said. 
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14. St Thomas’s Log of Wood from Ceylon 

And Linschoten (1584—9), we know, says the \ 
Apostle was, while praying in his church, stabbed : 
on the back by some people instigated to do so bv 
the.Brahmins of Mylapore who had become his great 
enemies on account of the conversions resulting tj 
from his miraculous hauling ashore of a big log of ' 
wood which blocked the mouth of the Mylapore ; 
haven. This log appears first in Marignolli’s account, .. 
1348. It could not have been the martyred St. 
Thomas’s. 

With lt he built one church in Mylapore, him¬ 
self, and also another there (or on his Mount?) “by 
the agency of workmen”. The loghad been ordtred 
by him to go to Mylapore by sea from Ceylon, 
"bile he was there. See Section 30 for his com¬ 
panion the Ceylon King Gaspar. 

15, St. Thomas Martyr in 
Non-South-Indian Records 

Some of the different modes of his death men¬ 
tioned in documents of Europe and Asia prior to 
1498 are noted below:— 


i 2. The Acts of Thomas , in Syriac, ca. 210 
i (Bernhard Pick’s translation, Chicago, 1909, pp. 
358, 360) says he was martyred by King Mazdai’s 
four soldiers who “stabbed"him (with their weapons). 
i Spears were their weapons as other olo Asian docu- 
« uients say, though the Roman Breviary says bo 
was piered with their arrows. Why that change? 

3. St. Gaudeutius. ei .402, says be was killed by 
■; “unbelieving and per-, tut men among the Indians’. 

He does not mention the weapon or weapons used 
to kill him. The Malabar Catholic Syriac Ofli e 
(of unknown date) for the 8 days’ Dukhraai-a 
( = remembrance) of St t’homas s martyrdom, says 
he was killed by perverse men, end mention* 

‘‘the blood of Ins neck’ (from a oec’ •veauu; Iz 
addition to wounds similar to Christ’s. Was his 
neck cut or pierced by the priest of the Passio 
f; with his sword? Sue No. 4 infra. 

4. Latin Passio Thomae of ca. 500 has a 
priest with his sword, as the murderer. This was 

f printed about 1480 A. D. Why this change to priest 
i and sword? 

5 . L din De Miraculis Thomae of ca. 500 has 


1 Heracleon, the Gnostic, of Sicily or Itnlv 
ca. 170 80, says that St. Thomas was no mar--r 
tor Christ, as some modern writers interpret his 
w-ords But what he says is only that St. Thomas 
uttered no holy confession made by the voice before 

Ael *’ Wtl kno '' v - contradicted 
Heracleon in the next century, i n Edessa. J~ 


1 , VrfiiiZi a lance. 
1S52. 


j.ms was pnu&eu 


• 0. Ht. 

being pierceo vc ith a h^ce. 


c*. »>36, says: “Indeed, 
iipoe. bed £.£ CnU->aina, a 


oeing pierce “iru '— 1 — 1 

town of India, and was honourably burred -here on 
the 12th before the 4 January”! = Decem¬ 

ber 21). This lance is probably' that of the priest 
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in DeMiraculia, ca. 500 (No. 5 supra). W u \on 
and the author of De Miraculis are Europeans 

7 - Peter Floras, ea. 830, says he was pierced 

«?.*££ au ” b “» i » *»»»«•*«,«». 

A A, ^ he n anoil fm°u.s Syriac manuscript of 874 

killed at Q 3 e , '- ,S V M r Uni ’ S ^ S St ' Thomas was 
rumhe" ^ I . ala (-Calanuna) with spears— “be- 
slntel J 7' ac ’ ' vb * ob s °me have wrongly trau- 

SSd^SS’ - Dr - L -en of the Museum 

be-rumhe ,Zl s w JT° me ’™ B P eai ' 

- 

1517 in S i i- fahrnin or Brahmins of after 

i,L“r..CS" S „° w,”' T T 

of other Syriac records ‘ r ‘l ° r fro,li tbat 
interpreted bv SvriaA Beru,tlha ^ could not be 
by Syriac knowing men as Brahmins. 

9 * -The Greek Menoloqium Oil, „ . 

-rder by soldiers with lance (« 

not St. Isidore* d^Gm'a^J ? llr0pe (9lU century?, 

glaive and died”-an echo ofT' th a 
Pamo’s sword of ca. 500. See No T*** 630 Latln 

o, 122, ^r°a tt gj^fh sh o/ * 

murderer (King Mazda!) as the 

soldiers of the Ads to their king? gS fr ° m 
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a 

12. The Golden Legend, of 1-275, has “the C { 

■bishop of a temple with his glaive’’. He is the 4 *< 
Passio's priest with his sword, No. 4 above. But J V 
v by the change from the soldiers’ spears to the 1 V 
priests sword or lance in European records? «J 3 

13. Bar-Hebrneus, born 122G, dead 1286, says Vi 
‘one of the heathens living on that mountain i I 

pierced hi. side with a lance”, and martyred St. , j « 
Thomas. This is the priest with his lance found 3 J 
in De Miraculis of ca. 500, and not South India’s v *x 
Pariah with his arrow of Bar-Hebraeus’s days, .2 4 J 
1226 86 He could get priest-lance from the 2 
Friars Preachers from Europe, who were its bis )o) 
days in W. Asia. See SS. 5 and 30. * 


14. Pseudo-Dorotheu3 (date unknow’n) says 
that the Apostle Thomas was killed (by someone) 
with a pi»e-spear (made of wood). (Real Horotheus 
lived in ca. 300.) Perbaps this spear is the lance 
of the priest in De Miraculis, No. 5 supra, and not 
a king’s spear, or his soldier’s spear. 


I 

Travancore "St. Thomas’ Christians' Maargar^it . I 
Kali Song of 1732 gives the priest a pointed rod of ®. "f | 
wood pulled out of the fire w’hich consumed the J 1 | 
Mylapore Kaali goddess’s temple as commanded by., j "3 1 
St. Thomas. This burning of the priest's templeW *V4; 
(of the Sun) is found first in the Passio. But in it\ 4 
the priest is given a sword with which he tjransfixes \ * 

the Apostle. Uua aJL^. 


f IsvZjMT*) 


Of the above 14 documents, differing from 
another like the St. Thomas pictures and Z 

MS- No *$*%• N =° , 2 ’ 8, 1'SX 

:l°: e w° 6 pe c And t ii11 r the 

-a. 'Sgstzz 

Ait Irl. ,‘11 Eur °P ean writers of about 500 A. D. 

martyrdom' accoums "f ^South^T' ' 0 ’ ^ n ° n ' 
( 1288 — 1517 ) AF/a *i ^ s Thom:.* 

It. LSJZZ: “i* N ““ 1 " 

srasasa®^ 

“. »«. ch„„ h „ ma , i £ 

« EmjcIo Brit, IBs, Wr„„s „ S t Thoimu 

in Encyclopaedia t,'/' .ii, 1 ; S art ' C ? B ‘ St Thomas' 

ment of the South Indian ■-•diS* 8 ^'V'® f " aSre °' 
church of Edessa". T„ L ‘ 01 ' Wlt h that of the 

■'led tradition, !hat in TVi/dT' ’ CarIiest re °or- 
n^asisasold^;^.^ 1 03 “ ^0,- St. 
a mountain. But according fif “ lal Y r buried on 
South Indian V-ri;;;,,,. ,? [° '^--earliest recorded 

Thomas, claimed W Must , l ? m7 > f * 

killed non-rmrtvr come [ - i- *f. a Parut i-arrow- 
the seashore of -Vylapore, Mad»s Vd* ^ Uried 0n 
’ * uaar as. And after 1517 
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that non-martyr was transformed into another sort 
of non-martyr, and into several sorts of martyrs, 
and after 1700 he has been Europe’s priest-lance- 
billed martyr by preference, in S. India. Thus we 
see that there is no agreement at all in the manner 
of his death, the most important event, and the one 
event commemorated by “St. Thomas* Christians 
and other Christians every year, everywhere. 

Fr. 1 wombly s mistake was pointed out by me 
to him and to the Editor in Chicago in 1950. The 
Editor’s reply of Sept. 12, 1950 received by air mail 
on the 18th says that Rev. Father has agreed to 
change “a high degree" of probability for the 
Apostle’s labours and martyrdom in South India 
into ‘a certain degree" of probability. But k is the 
statement about “agreement" between the trauitions 
that has to be altered into disagreement, as I have 
informed him and the Editor. South India’s alleged 
Christian St. Thomas, raon-martyr made martyrs, 
has never been Edessa’s Christian martyr St. Tho¬ 
mas. \\ hen will Fr. Twombly’s error be corrected? 
Dr. F. C. Burkitt whose article on St. Thomas in 
two previous editions, which Fr. Twombly revised, 
had not postulated any agreement between the 
Edessene and South Indiau traditions. 

I have also suggested to the Editor that the 
following had better be added to the bibliography 
under Fr. Twombly’s ‘St. Thomas’: (1) Marco 
Polo’s report (1288—93) of the Pariah-arri,te~non- 
■riartyrdom of South India's (Muslim) Thom 
i-v Piogo s sworn statement of 1543 about the slull 
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banes and other bones of that Thomas found in his 
Mylapore tomb, the present north-south tomb inside 
tbe Catholic Cathedral, and (3) the signed Deed of 
Verification (1566) of the entire Ortona skull with 

“no pari missing”, of St. Thomas from somewhere 
(Calamina) in India. For these three are essential 
documents, and their counter-evidence has been 
ignored by nil writers on St. Thomas of South India. 

17. Conclusions Aga'nst South India 

I give below the conclusions against South 
India's St. Thomases, or against their South Indian 
tombs (two in Mylapore, which contained two skele¬ 
tons, both venerated). They were esprc .i=ed by 
scholars who have considered auo the ev.deuce 
against South India'; Christians’ cltim. 

1. Prof. E. J. Rapson, who has written on Sr. 
Thomas in the Cambridge History of India, Vol.I, 
Chapter XXI, said in his letter to me, dated 10th 
August, 1926, thus, in reply to my letter on South 
India’s St. Thomas, written before I was aware of 
the significant non-martyrdom accounts of 1288 to 
1517. “I have read it” (my letter) “carefully, ai d 
my impression is that yon have given good reasons 
for doubting the historical truth of the story of St. 
1 homas in South India". He had not (like me) 
considered the fact that South India’s Muslim- 
-claimed Thomas had been a Pariah-arrow-nou- 
niartyr before 1517 A 1), i. e., before the import¬ 
ation by the Portuguese, into South India of the 
piiest-lance-martyr of He Miraculis (printed in 
1531 and 1552), and other European records. 
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2 Svlvaiu Levi, of Paris, the famous resear¬ 
cher, said in his letter to me dated 29th April 1927, 
thus:- “yon are right in denying any historical value 
to local legends which have nothing to bring to their 
support. What is known from early books” (the 
Syriac Acts of ca. 210, and other documents) "points 
only to North-West India, and no other place, for 
Saint Thomas' apostolic activity and martyrdom. 
This is, of course, mere tradition too, no real his¬ 
tory”. 


And we may add that Travat . ore’s allt i’ed 


‘real history’, viz. the Apostle’s own Travanctre 
disciple’s . St. Thomas “CharHam" (Biography); 
coverin'* the peri' 1 ;, from December 50 to his d tath 
on 3rd July, 72 A. D., and 27 d ays after it, has had 
no existence at all anywhere at any time. And its 


alleged summary the Bampa&n’s Song.“of 1601 
A. H.’\ published in Italian translation in Rome . 
ill 1938. far the Tope and others, has cot yet been- , 
proved gen nine or authentic. (See S. 19 infra). 


Levi’s letter, supra, was written after his 
having resd my article on a part of the evidence 
against South India's claim to the martyred Apostle 
Thomas, in The Indian Antiquary, Loudon, for 
December, 1926, That article had been prepared 
before I was aware of the significant Pariah-arrow- 
-non-martyrdom accounts given by Marco Polo, 
Mariguolli, Barbosa, and Diogo from 1288 tol&IL 
Rapson’s and Levi’s conclusions were published in 
my adverse criticism (in the Young Men of India 
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for July 1927) of Dr. J. N. Farquhar’s The Apostle 
Thames tn Sr,nth India, John Hylands Library 

Manchester, January 1927. 

• ?’ „? rof ' Jarl Cbarpentier,- Uppsala, in his 
articie St. Thomas the Apostle and India’, iu 
Kyrkohislonsk Arsskrift, Uppsala, 1927, pp. 21— 
*11, written after his study of the controversy bet- 
ween Dr. P. J. Thomas of Travancore and myself 
in 1 he Indian Antiquary Vo\ . LII, LI II and LV 

r° j 1 - 923, 1924 ’ 1926) > and in th e Young Men oj 
Ind m , Calcutta, for 1927 and 1928, and of Dr. 
1 homns s article in the Indian Historical Records 
Commission's, Vol. V, 1924, and another by him 
■ n the Centenary Supplement of the Royal Asiatic 
Society, said in 1927 thus: “There is so far absolu- 
_e not ‘he shadow of a proof that an Apostle of 
ur Lord^ he his name Thomas or something else 
ever visited South India and Ceyloifand founded 
cmristian comiminities there" (pp. 32—33). And 
oil page 16 be adds that "no authentic proofs wh t- 
-soever can bg found for the South Indian Aposto- 
-late of St. Ihomas”. 

facts 1 /, Wi 0f ; Cll, ' rpentier had considered also the 
now in , Pn ° r t0 1517 Sout, ‘ Iudia ' 8 Thomas, 
m ir/vr artyr ’ was a Pariah-arrow-won. 

much wnn.'c ( ' tbat tll e whole skeleton of his, 
turbed i u n U t’ " !lS 1U 152 ? foulld in silu < undis- 
venerited a n on-martyr s Mylapore tomb still 
,|iev j’' ‘ e ’ “ a11 records affirm, and all be- 

heU ’ real mart y Thomas’s bones had been in 


the third century translated from India to Edessa, 
could he not say that all evidence was against 
South Indiat 

4. Prof. K. S. Latourette, the well known 
church historian, Yule University, U. S. A , says 
in his letter of 18-10-1952 to me that the evidence 
against South India’s claim to the Apostle “is very 
convincing”. ^n_i. nni V 'O 

5. Rome’s Vatican City’s I message of A. 
13-11-1952 to India’s Christians ready to celebrate 
the 19th centenary (A. D. 52 to 1952) of the Apostle 
Thomas’s alleged landing first in Cranganore,Cochin, 

S. W. India, on “November 21, 52 A.D.”, declared 
* unverified ” the South Indian St. Ihouias tradition 
known to H. H. the Pope and others in that City 
from the Italian translation of the Malayalain Si. 
Thomas Song alleged to he of 1601 A. D., and 
published there in 1938 as a record of reliabihty 
hardly assailable (“dushpradharsha visvaasyata ’) 
as declared in 191G by Rev. Fr. Bernard, T.O.C.D.. 
Catholic of Travancore, who published the Mala- 
yalam song in that year. The above City’s message 
was in Nov. 1932 published in several newspapers 
of India. ■ Yet no one has so far proved that the 
South Indian tradition or the %«g js 

**ctor of the , 

Historical St. Xavier’s College, 

Bombay, W. India, says about his conclusion regar¬ 
ding the-Mylapore. St. Thomas tombs (two,, in his 
letter to me dated 6-2-1953, that he has stated 




that mmv times”-presumably after his book of 
1944, The Two Apostles of India, Triehinopoly, 


In it he had, like Dr. Farquhar, 1927, relied 
upon Travancore’s St. Thomas Song “of 1601 A.1V 
<not extant before 1892); and brought the Apostle to 
South India from the territory of the Parthian king 
Gondophares of Taxila and Sirkap, both in the 
• Song does locate the Apostle's tomb 

in Mylapore (unlike Fr. Heras, 1953). It was only 
after the publication of his Two Apostles, 1941, 
that Rev., Fr. Heras knew from me that the Song 
of 1601 was unreliable. He had used its Italian 
translation, Rome, 1938. 


In 1953 Fr. Heras said’about the St- Thomas 

hesn b i ’v , '‘ nm f " lly couv inced that it has never 
, VI 1 ‘ * v a Poi*p. I have stnted that manv times’'. 

here el5e ,n So ' llh India is the Apostle’s tomb? 
is It any of the other alleged St. Thomas tombs in 
South India? Where in South India was "Cal:,- 
tnina , or his mountain" tomb? See SS. 21 A 20. 

18. Et. Thomas Christians' Contentions 

' £ U ‘e al >ove conclusions arc of- non-St.-Tho- 
nas Christians. But almost all Christians of St. 

c] ?™ ! ) s '\ re ' an<1 C!Ulnot but be, in favour of'their 

ted bl O he prlest ' lilllce - raa rtyr St. Thomas acc-ep- 
th „ v y 1 r . ant ;«tors only after 1710 A. D.; and 
Drcvinn 10 'bngeveu to bear of, or explain their 
1288 t0 S i r,i 7 < l S >r, 1S ■ P “ naA - a rroie-non-martyr of 
• . 1 hey blink also the astounding fact 


that after the third century translation of St. Tho¬ 
mas’s bones, from India, two alleged "St. Thomas" 
skeletons,- either of them with skull bones, were 
found in tbe two Mylapore tombs, and both have 

been venerated in Goa anil Myl 'pore St. Thomas 
churches since 1522 and 1523. See page 15 supra 
for their unreasonable demand of March 1950 for 
the St. Ttiomas skeleton with entire skull, venerated 
in the Ortona St Thomas Church,Italy, since 12o8. 
The above Goa skeleton appears to be ignored now. 
Even so there are Hie two venerated skeletons in 
Mylapore and O toua. South India’s St Thomas 
Christians contend also that since the very moment 
of his death their ancestors have been saying that 
St. Thomas was a “priest-lance'-imrlyr buried m 
the present seashore tomb in Mylapore, Madras. 

19. Travancore's St. Thomas Biography 
of First Century! 


The St. Thomas Catholics of South-W est India 
have as quite reliable evidence for their elai m to 
the Apostle St. Thomas, his Travnncore disciples 
alleged St Thomas "Charilam" (Biography) cover¬ 
ing the period from December 50 to third July, <2 
A°D and 27 days days after it; and (2) the alleged 
summary of it in the form of a Malayalam Song 
“of 1601 A D.” usually called Rampaan s bong 
(=the monk's song). (See 8. 17, 2 supra). But no 
copy of that contemporary Biography has jet oc.n 
shown to the world; nor has its existence anywhere 
at any time been proved, though openly challenged 
by me since 1916. (I am a ”St. Thomas” Mum). 
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St. Thomas Christians seem to be ready to 
welcome any number of additions to their recorded 
St. Thomas traditions of 1288 to the present day, 
if the fundamental concept of St. Thomas’s preach¬ 
ing and death in their. South India itself is left 
intact. They do not mind whether he is a non- 
martyr or a martyr, and do not seem to care if they 
or their ancestors are accused of sins committed 
for his sake, or if the Saint himself is described in 
their records ns having (like St. Peter in the Gospels) 
^sinned. They will perhaps readily accept his Ceylon 
log of wood, his three skeletons, his two Mylapore 
tombs, his footprints on rocks, his dates 62, 68 A.D. 
&e., bis contemporary Biography of 72-73 A. I) 
his waist cord presented to him by St. Mary on her 
“Assumption" to heaven, his coming to South India 
along with King Gaspir of Jaffna, his settling the 
goddess Kaali in the Cranganore temple, his with¬ 
drawing his dead hand from Chinese intruders to 
his tomb in Mylapore, and other things of the kind. 

And in 1952 the advocates of the Song “of 
1601 (not extant before 1892 j rejected-I. [), 50, the 
year of the Apostle’s landing first from Arab’a in 
Maalyaanlcara in Cochin, and A. D, 72, that o] his 
priest-lnnce-martyrdom, and arbitrarily put in their 
place three other items. 'i’iTcy are A D. 5-> f or 
landing first in Crmganore in Cochin, and A D 
68 for the martyrdom. It is from this 52 that ihey 
have reckoned the completion of 19 centuries down 
to 1952. They got the above 68 from the Latin 
inscription of unknown date at the present Mylapore 
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tomb How could 68 be more reliable than the 
Apostle’s own disciple’s 72 A. D. in his Btography 
and in the Rtmpaan’s summary of it. ^ 

three significant changes hyjheSon£_ have not __ \et P 
hT^Tmihiiihid^I^me, where its Italian tran.l«r 
tiSir^T^bhihed inT93S,~ 

Rev. Fr. Placid, T. O. C. D , D. D , Ph- IX- 
aSt Thomas Catholic of Traviuicore, has not, m 
his St. Thomas in South India, Tnclisnopoly, 1940, 
made any explicit reference to the• Ramptmong 
of 1601. And even Rev. Fr. Bernard, another 
Travaucore St. Thomas Catholic, w 0 
certified that Song as of “reliability bard,. > 
l ible” — (be did not say it was of tm-assailable 
reliability) —did not in Ins Brief Sketch, 1924 men¬ 
tion it as evidence. Instead of that he specified *e 
V eeradiann Song and Thomma P*”™**^ 
dence. These are not the same as the R.unpan 
St Thomas Song of 1601 A. D. 

20. Diverse Dates 

In Malabar Christian records, none of which 

are earlier than the 18th century, (except, of course 
the never-extant first century Biography and the 
S’. Thomas So,,, .11601., X b,« 
these dates tor bis arrival m Malabar. A. D. , , 

52 52-3, 67, 78, and 81 (seven). Some of those 
records do say that he first landed in 

For his priest-lance-raartyrdom Mylapore ha* W 

A. D. alone;'while Malabir has 58, 65, 67. 68, 72, 

73, 75, 78, 82, 90 and perhaps 93 —altogether en 
or eleven dates!! i 



— 32— 

21, Six St Thomases in South India 

Like the above various dates, and the several 
modes of martyrdom indicated before, and the three 
exhumed skeletons of the Apostle, venerated in the 
St -Thomas churches in.Ortona, Goa and Myiapore 
since 1258, 1522 and 1523, there are the following 
St. Thomases in South India:— 

1) The non-martyr Thomas in the North- 
-South tomb inside the Myiapore Cathedral, which 
is the same as the tomb mentioned first by Marco 
Polo, apd then by several others, but not by any 
before M. Polo. 

2) St. Thomas in the other Myiapore tomb, 
now ignored, which contained the full skeleton sent 
to Goa with a report in 1522, and venerated there. 
See Yule’s Marco Polo II, 1903, p. 358. 

3) St. Thomas on an island south or south¬ 

west of Cochin, to which island Alvares Cabral’s, 
ship was driven from Cochin (after his arrival in 
Calicut on 2‘2ud Sept. 1500) by a north wind. ' On 
that island “the body of St. Thomas rests. The 
chief of the Island received the Christians". (Portu¬ 
guese) “very honourably and gave to ours relics of 
the holy body in token of friendship”. See W. 
Gerinann in Die Kircke der Thomaschriste n, ;«77^ 
pp. 27-2—3, quoting Novus Orbit, p. 95, a „d refer¬ 
ring to Ruilin, 3S5. ' 

(Two mummified St. Thomas bodies are known 
both in Iraq: (a) the undecayed body of "St. Thomas" 
(in Edessa?) described at the Pope’s bourt by Mar 
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John III., Patriarch of “the Indies , in ca. 1132,- 

(b) the body of “St. Thomas” (in Edessa.) desenbed 

in his book by Bishop EschiUnus {florit l^O A.D.), 

n ijn o.,,.s in his Ilisloria Ecclesiae Mal:ib&n- 
asBaul.naajsmhisfl ^ (a) ^ ^ nafec(:l 

C{l6j KiOII13j6j 1 * P* \riTj /-|OOQ\ 

Hollands, tom. II-V ( 1886 ), and III 
Calalo. Cod. Hagio. I, 1 and 2.) 

4 ) St. Thomas buried with a priest of his iu 
the hi tomb in the southern court yard of „ tl ' e 
Portuguese Syrian Church of the larisaa Chnst- 
'iansSiruvaancode in South Travancore, reputed 
to be the “half-church” included m .to hat ol ^ 
Thomas’s 7A churches in Malabar, i. e-t . 

IS Bully tb*« »..* * <“■* 

“. K.~. to* * 

« St Thomas, non-martyr, buried in the 

8 wal.pi; m 

from Ankamaah. o f inbt i n5 ;a e that 

Travancore. He was hidden ^ ^ 

temple by those Christian.^ ^ q{ ^ 

Myiapore kings wrath. ill(V S1VW him in 

t le , on ^^“b, throwing a flat 
the s^nctna.y, »■ k at the non-Bral.mm 

metal stirrer ( c ' ! See the Malayalam 

intruder in strange f March 29 1953, Calicut, 
Maatru Bhoomi Weekly of Ma ’ ve A nka- 
(Kozhikode), S. W. India, w non -martvr is 

maali Christian tradition about this non m . 

published. 
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6 ) St. Thomas in Kalayamuthoor, near the 
Pahri Hills, and west of Madura, in the Tamil region 
of South India. A Travaneore Hindu "researcher 
(Mr. A. Balakrishna Pillai, B. A., B. L.) recently 
identified Calatnina, the Apostle’s burial place, with 
that Kalnyamuthur. For Calaminas see my article 
‘Kalamina and Kala of India, ca. 650 A. D.’ in the 
Journal of Indian History, Yol. 28, 1950, part 3, 
No 84. 

There is also St. Thomas, martyr in his tomb 
on the mountain in King Mazdai's territory. He 
is the earliest mentioned St. Thomas (ea. 210, in 
the Syriac Acts) Which of the above seven or 
where else, is the Apostle St. Thomas? 

22. St. Thomas in Four Continents 

There are documents which take St. Thomas 
to many places (from Edessa to China) in Asia, 
and to Socotra, Ceylon, Malacca, and JapaD. Some 
take him to Nubia and Ethiopia, and even to 
Germany. Emmanuel Nobrega, 1552, locates him 
in Brazil, S. Americt! 

23. South India’s Evidence for St. Thomas 

Almost all St. Thomas Christians now contend 
repeatedly that he did come to Malabar in 52 A. D., 
and liesTiuried in the present Mylapore San Thome 
Cathedral tomb in the north-south direction, having 
been martyred in G8 A. D., whatever the couuter- 
-evidence and the Muslim claim to him, and the 
self-contradictions, anomalies, incongruities, and 
sins involved may be. 
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Here is their evidence for tlmir newfangled 
miest-lance-martyr St. Thomas of after UU, »> 
the Mvlapore Cathedral tomb. Flve ^ ° a 
evidence were given in the pubhsh d ^ or 
t nf 12—12—1951, issued by the auunai 
Catholic Archbishops and Bishops (14ni all), ant 
read out in their churches. 1 hev aie. 

1) history, 2) tradition, 

3) monuments, 

4) belief of even nou-Christiansm Malabar, 
and 5) pilgrimage to his Mylapore tom 

11 As for item No 1, their earliest histo-y is 

^ Ct- Thonris ** P-ioQT<ipfoy 

the alleged contemporary S . o{ 

by bis own Travaucore disciple • 

has yet been shown to the world, nor has 

it nas yet use aliened summary the 

existence been proved., ^ extant before 1892. 

3 1 With it 1952 (see P . 30) has not been 

quite unlike the Apostle. 

2 1 Tradition! South Indian St. Thomas trad¬ 
ition .is not found recorded °iS-ll-1952 

-93. And Vatican City s me^g tradition 

has declared the Uo ; above Past oral 

“unverified . And not that tra dition, 

otthe Rampan’s Song “of 1601”, or the belief (No- 
'4 above) true. 
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3) The monuments are Sfc. Thomas’s chur¬ 
ches with 8 wooden croses, in Malabar (or 4 J, or 7 
as some documents say), the two Mylapore tombs, 
the two Mylapore'St. Thomas skeletons, Ac. But 
none of these have been proved, to be St. Thomas's, 
or to be even of the 12th century. 

Elephantiasis, Cochin leg, also called St. Tho¬ 
mas foot, caused by his curse in Cochin; his foot¬ 
prints on several rocks; the redness of the soil of 
the San Thome region, due to his blood; the goddess 
Kaali settled by him, and still worshipped, in the 
Hindu temple in Cranganore, Cochin; the Pahlavi- 
-inscribed Mount Cross on St. Thomas Mount, 
Madras; the very names St. Thomas Mount and 
St. Thomas Christians, and several others are other 
St. Thomas monuments! 

The name "St. Thomas" Christians'for those in 
South India is not on record before the 14th cen¬ 
tury; and St. Thomas Mount, St. Thomas cross 
(the Pahhvi-inscribed cross dug up in 1547), and 
San Thome are. names given by the Portuguese 
after 1498. About the name Betumah see S. 24, 
4 infra, p. 40. 

4) Belief is no evidence unless it is proved to 

be based ou facts. South India’s belief from 128S 
to 1517 was that its "St, Thomas" was a Pariah- 
-arrow-non-martyr. But now its belief is that he 
was an "Enupraan-soolam" (priest-lance) - killed 
?.' ar i? r ’ ^ •‘kat sin of self-contradiction for 

St. Thomas s sake? To him also are attributed bv 
them several sins! See 30 below. 
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Western and Eastern Christians believe, on 

alleged to be St. Thomas’s, .and venerated tn Goa 

and Mylapore since lo22 & 1°- 3 - 

ir or South India’s belief to the contrary m the 
Portuguese period after 1498 see 24, - m ra. 

5) There is no evidence for pilgrimage before 
the 13th century to either o the « ^ ^ 
tombs, or to any of the other ai - D 
tombs in South India. 

to Gregory of Tours in F , * St . Thomas 

f ViS Vd” (fe therehewifirst buried in India) 
first rested , (t. e. “ e ^® “ . CTrand ch urcb there. 

and the monastery and^ g ^ _ u Spai n 

Some years later St. - q{ lhe Apostle’s 

recorded the name of eastern nart of 

burial as Calamina in the nr Medes! This 

the land of the Parthians.au Tbeo- 

could not lie Mylapore in South-East lud 
dore’s visit of the 6th century could ha^e^ been ^ 

that Calamina, probably Ka aw an Thomas. 

cnpital af Gopdopbaras l f u l b, Lath. 

Tbis capita' >e „ Eliolutum may be 

Passio Thomae of ca. 500 A., u. 
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from the Prakrit form of silaapuram, the latter 
half of Taxi la’s Sanskrit name Taksha-silaapuram. 

Did King Alfed’s men, in’883, with “alms for 
St. Thomas in India", visit our India at all? The 
offering was not for the St. Thomas Christians, nor 
for his tomb in “Calamina". It could be offered at 
any shrine in Italy where there were St. Thomas 
relics, e. g. in Brescia, Nola, or Milan. See Dr. 
Medlycott’s India and the Apostle Thomas, 1905, 
for the relics there. Or it could very well be offered 
at the Edessa church where his bones were; or at 
his empty tomb in Calamina in Parthian Indiai. e , 
N. W. India. 

For a sermon preached in 402 at the new church 
of Edessa, wherein the Apostle’s bones from India 
had been placed on 22nd August, 394 A. D„ says: 
*he relics of St. Thomas had gooe round the world” 
(since 232 3, 378—88, and 394, the dates of three 
transfers of the bones') “and every corner of the 
earth holds a part of St. Thomas. He has filled 
every place, and in each place he subsists entire”— 
perhaps even in Pope DamasuaJ.’s (36G—84) St. 
Thomas shrine in Rome, whichJjESiJg Alfred’s men 
must have visited with the “alms for St. Peter.” 

25. The Muslim Claim of 1288—93 

In favour of the Muslim’s claim of Marco 

°,°i to t, ' ae ‘Saracen hawariyan 

and Prophe-ffiftKeir own’, buried in Ma’abar (i. e., 
ln-Mylapore), are the following points:— 
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ii The saint was a Pariah-arrow-killed non¬ 
martyr, "Prophet" quite unlike St. Thomas. 

ol The saint’s bones from the skull down 
-wards were found in situ, undisturbed, in the pre¬ 
sent tomb, when it was opened in loi-O. 

And according to the Loma MS., Goa, 81, foU 
00 r . v or 23 r-v, the South Indian tradition about 
the Mvlapore (non-martyr) Thomas from ?uibia 
where the Apostle was never located before Marco 

“Thence, say and swear t u 
t'h'o o'ri'.inal) those of the country, his rehes were 

never Ukcn or disturbed ^xcept^n the ~ I 

h f ro3 rea T y his al definite affirmation by South-East 
Lh does not apply to the Apostle’s bones, we are 

sure. , 

31 His Mvla’po?e tomb inside the San Thome 
3) His Myiaport. Indian Muslim 

Cathedral is in the regular Sou a tfae 

tombs' North-South direction, wdh he he 

North, guile unlike the East-West tombs * 

.Tews or Eastern Christians, and unlike Hi 

burials with the bead in the south. 

4) Syriac Thoma orJSoformaThuma 
Muslims also as a name 1 suvra) 

and Thawwatna. (See also pp. 2-3 supra). 
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What about Betumah, interpreted as ‘house of 
Thuma’, St. Thomas, and identified by St. Thomas 
Christians with* Mylapore? But it could equally 
be the house of the Muslim Thuma or Thawwama, 
a non-martyr, of 1288 or even before and after the 
Prophet Muhammad's days (622—32) of preaching 
Islam. Betumah is mentioned by the Arab Suki- 
man in 851 as a place somewhere east of Comorin. 
Col. Geriui located it at the extremity of the Malay 
Peninsula, and east of Sing ipore, at Tamus, which 
the Malays call Tamasak. See his Researches on 
Ptolemy's Geography of Eastern Asia, Asiatic 
Society Monographs, Vol. I, London, 1009, p. 199. 

The non-martyr from Hubia (see 1 above) was 
called a Prophet by Muslims, though less important 
than Muhammad Nabi. Why, Tippu Sultan, in 
1788, claimed to be a Prophet (“ Paighambar ”) 
because he forcibly made Muslims of many Hindus 
and Christians in S. W. India. 

25. Burials in Calamina, Qantaria, and Iotha 
The earliest specific mention of St. Thomas 
the martyr’s burial place in India seems to be by 
St. Isidore of Seville, in Spain, d. 636 A. D. In his 
De Orlu et Obitu Palrum he says: “Therefore this 
Thomas preached to the Partliians and the Medes, 
up to the furthest eastern part, and there preached 
.the gospel, and suffered martyrdom. Indeed, being 
pierced with a lance, he died at Calamina, a town 
of India, and was honourably buried there on the 
12th before the Kalends of January” (i. e., on 2ist 
December). 


i\ Cal unina of India, where he was martyred 

and buried, in *'*%%**££ 1 

the Parthmus and the Mode. he wa3 

i <Via The Syriac Acts said in ca- 

l and buried in a mountain tomb tn lung 
martyred and buried in of his cou . 

now ** the 

P t’hhfn Kiev Gudapbara (Greek Goudophares, 
t^B51 ofTaxda and Sirkap (new capital 

bones were removed to t Christians, 

by Gundaphar and other St- 1 hot , ^ ^ 

because they had reason to fear . , him 

not safe in the territory of Mazda 

i n a l„ hi, soldiers. Calamina is, probably, this 
killed by his soldiers. £ an d ofcher 

second locality where K g .^_ g; k region 
St. Thomas Christians of the b ° , 

deposited the Apostle’s bones, m a tomb, secretly. 
And there is Kalatoan near laxila. 

mas gives the naW * ^ Gandhara. The 
Qintari.i. 1 his can be faara . inc i u ded both 

ancient Indian kingdom G North _ Wegt Frontier 

Afghanistan and.'Paxila’*' (Takshasila). 

Province with the eity t ^ Goudophare s’s 

This was previously the ra 

city with Hala-ka-Serai as its suburb. 

. rnn ; e of the traveller 
Passio Thomae of ca - 50 9’ o[orum . This may 
Uosmas’s days, calls the city 
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be a Latin corruption of the latter half of the 
Taxilau Prakrit form of the Sankrit- name Takska- 
-silapuram. Passio mentions also Christians then 
in St. Thomas’s Sandaruk in Baluchistan. 

3) Iotha too is mentioned as the burial place! 
of St. Thomas in “Codex Fnldensis, the famous| 
MS. of the Latin Diatessaron, written for, and 
corrected by Victor, Bishop of Capua, in 546 A D.', 
which “has a list of where the Apostles are buried. 
The entry for Thomas is THOMAS-1N INDIA- 
CIVITATE IOTHABIS”. This Iotha (nomina¬ 
tive) is a mistake for IORHA, i. e., Urh i the Syriac 
name of Edessa, modern Urfa in N Mesopotamia, 
which country was a portion of ancient pseudo- 
-India extending from N. E. Africa to N. \V. India. 
Urfa (Urha), we know, was the place where his bones 
from (Calamina in) India were deposited in or 
shortly after 232—3 A. D. 

And King Alfred’s alms of 8S3 could be offened 
to his bones in Edessa, Urfa, to the entire, satisfac¬ 
tion of the King and the Apostle as pointed out 

~„ oo T)_ T-T ri t 


tion of the King and the Apostle as pointed out 
already on p. 38. Rev. Fr. Hosten, S. J., has 
interpreted IOTHA as SOSHA, i. e. Chola, Coro¬ 
mandel! But was there in 833 even the non-martyr 
Muslim's tomb there? 

26. Earliest (1st Century?) 

Christians in South India 

Cosmas, ca. 525, mentions Christians in “Male" 
(two syllables), via. Malci-naadu, S. W. India, (and 
in Ceylon); and be was unaware of Christians be- 


is? 

foreign, in - ’ gQ a. D.) came, not to our 

Pantaenus (18 adherent to Ethiopia 

India, but to ‘ Citenor „ That “India", 

as Rufinus, 4th " ( Vas Arabia Felix, one of 
as Dr Mwgana affirm*, t days See his 

the several pseudo-Ind s f was Bis- 

Early Spread.?* India 1926. ^ 

S t. D ar Bnt ( Di:Mingana says that Great India 

was Ethiopia and Arabia gt _ B artho- 

There are fourteen P taham o( Rashkar (6th 
lomew (ca. 50) to Mo connect with India, 

century), whom ^““^Xto^eurfo-Indias; 

and the India* of the otV»n n ^ christla . 

Ma'. iyalam book on tb i P P Ce l luries , Malayakm 
nity in India m the bar J pn 81—82 

C. L. S., Tiruvalla, l**\ 

ana Dr. M.ngamvs Early SP ^ A lltSt “ not 
Now, Syriac Doctr^ « / Dr MiDgau!! ), 
much later than A. - Apostles there 

,.h* -■■‘•“•i*, i.»» 

to their disciples alter Judas Thomas 

’ had written from Jerusalem,,„i g ht be 
i from Indie, that the epistles of an Apost.e b 
. received and read in the churches, in every I 
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“India and all its own countries, and those 
bordering on it, even to the farthest sea, receiv'd 
the Apostle’s Hand of Priesthood from Judas Tho¬ 
mas, who was Guide and Ruler in the Church 
which he built there and ministered there". IT* 

Hr. Mingana’s Early Spread - in India. This 

Edesscne Doctrine i 9 also called the Edessene 
Canons, or the Canons of Addai. 

This Syriac work of ca. 260 repeats what the 
Syriac Acts of ca. 210 said about St. Thomas's 
church (Christian congregation), which lie had 
founded in “all India" (as The Acts says, eh. 7) and 
guided and ruled until his “soldiers->.pears-mirtyr- 
doni . I hat church was in the two territories of 
Gundaphar and Mnzdai, close to each other, in 
Parthian India, i. e. in N. W. India. 

1 he Doctrine gives also three new pieces of 
information: viz. (1) that St. Thomas wrote from 
India a letter or letters; (2) that what he had written 
was accepted and read in the churches (of Edessn, 
and other places, probably), like St. Luke’s Acts of 
the Apostles; and (3) that “India and", i c., iuclu- 
ding aU ,ts own countries received ‘The hand of 
priesthood , l. e.. Apostolic succession, from St. 

ornas (who preached and was martyred in one 
coiner o India). He also baptized the Christians 
there; hut not those in the bordering countries. 

The Doctrines India is probably the Indus 
re ion, origin il India, where St. Thomas preached 
and himself appointed “guide: and rulers" to succeed 
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>.; m The countries “bordering on" that Indus region 
did not receive the gospel direc t from bun lmt only 
the hand of priesthood, Apostolic slice ’ 

directly, after his death.. See S. 31 below. 

Was South-West India included among S the 

countries “bordering on* St. Thonias s ow n he 

Indusian India? There is no evidence o show t 
in ca. 260 there were Christians 
I>.idia. If at all the author of the Doctn^^^ 
meant that they were here m he.• <•»} ■’, „ iTuides 

is only that South-West Indian - Vn-n St" Tho- 

and rulers" had Apostolic succession b^and 
mas (indirectly), and not he had done 

founded a church in S. • ‘ i„dia) 

in Gnduaphar-Mazdsi s Parthian N. W. India) 

i.... ». sc 

“ d .“ .o ,»n,. t«s. 

phtir s and Mazdai b Iud o flpr t u e Kushan 
1 ndia even in the first ceiitur>,-sa , partbian 

invaders defeated and dr... , C h,l.f 

K.ng Gondo,'bares an IJ . directions, in nbont 
ians southwards, and m other duecuo 

GO A. D 

i-L- ~ x,Z2?££ 

Arabia. For 

Sri^oflnt^h, St. Mathew's contem- 
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pornry, martyred nnnder Trajan (A. D. 98—117) 
mentioned, in bis letter to the Ephesians, 3-4, 
“bishops established in their seats to the end of tha 
earth", probably the end of the Roman world. 

Was the Doctrine's India of ca. 260 the pseudo- 
India extending from Egypt and Ethiopia to the 
Indus region, or the whole of Ptolemy’s "India iutra 
Gangern" plus his “India extra Gaogem" (ea. 150)? 
Was its “farthest sea” the China Sea, or the Bay 
of Bengal, or the Atlantic Ocean, or the Caspian 
Sea? For pseudo-Indias see jny article ‘India a 
Continuation of Egypt and Ethiopia’ in the Journal 
of Indian History , Vol. 26, Trivandrum, 1948, and 
my ‘Constantine and Indias’ in its Vol. 28, 1950. 

(Note.- \\ as Jesus confined to the Galilee- 
-Jern Salem region alone? The Russian traveller 
Notovitch’s book of 1887 (in French?), on St. Issa, 
translated into English and published in New York, 
1890,^ and in London later on, gives details of 
"Issas ( = Jesus’) alleged travels since the age of 
13, through Sind and North India, and his teaching 
and preaching since his 20th year in Sanskrit and 
Pah, there, and preaching on his way back in Persia 
too, against the idolatry of both lands, and of his 
persecution by the priests of those regions. Noto- 
\ici D o t lose particulars indirectly through an 
interpreter from the chief Lama of Himis monas- 
. r n/ n L:ulak ‘ ' vest of Tibet, who read out the reie- 

v P a ” sa ° e3 ftom two manuscripts containing 

from fir4 rans , ilt,0 ”» 0f ilbout 200 A. D. or before, 
from first century Pali scrolls. These were Pali 
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translations ol report, about W. *■*' « 

b 

the partisans of Jesus >ai . j., oi Hinduism 
from their talk and writingsH». udj of ^ 

and Buddhism, bis persecution I ^ J 

Persian priests, and such other uufavdurable 

And two books by F Lewis and^^ r - 
Dolon say that Jesus as a hot , and 
youth, sojourned respectively inSri . - 

set in the south of England. . venerated 

nagar, Kashmir, a Muslim Issas tomb 

as Jesus Christ’s'.!) 

27 Malabar Christian King, 317 to ? 346 A .D 

Tide my article ‘An Indian 

A. D. 317, for the Malabar 

of Indian History , V ol 26, l docume uts 

king Paliivaanaavar. I W(lg discovered m 

of Cochin m S. W- India tne Cochiu Pa!a ce 

1940 by the Hindu cai ^ atam dtl -araajyam' 
records, (=1 4th February, 317 A. D.) 

denoting theKaudayt non-Hindus)came 
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(the capital), and made known to the kinn their 
aaaslra (doctrine), and that king being oom'erted, 
insisted that all should adopt this paastra 1 '. 

The above is only one of the several Hindu 
chronograms about important ancient events of 
Malabar Hindus, preserved in their memory and 
documents. It means that "devaraajyam ", the 
•Kingdom of God” (preached by those foreigners) is 
rauramm’', the worst hell of the Hindus, or 0 
God. the kingdom has become rauravam (owing to 
the king s conversion). 


1S kn °'™. as 1 all 'vaanavar, which means 
one who resided in a -palii", a non-Hindn shrine, 
eh as a Buddhist vihaara, or a Christian church, 
r a Muslim mosque, or a Jewish synagogue. His 

IS “ me ls ( ” 0t ku ° wa - Porha P 9 it was Neelan a 
short form of Siva s name Neelakantha. His “palii” 
svas probably a Christian church at Neelan-pcroor 

n reat I vill he “I! 0 * N « e '^-peroor( * Nodin’s 

Ctie 1: ^L:r/t,,f;S" * c °-t T ? va " 

"I, Ab ”' 888 1,10 t0ll,b w « opened, ami 
tall)of'the° Un< '' bronze stat,l ette (7.5 inches 

on his "' ,lb a co -P'-ous Greek cross 

in 19-m) W n- 03 ° f 1,116 staUlette (taken for me 
S e ; P " ' tj b - v "«e in (I) my JJaZa6ar 

P ipers g 0 ri„, J Q°r, 1 “ b ’ 1923; i'-i' Kerala, Society 

P ’ S ° r,C3 3 > Tr *vaudrum, 1930; (3) the Bulletin 
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.. , r«„„orBss o£ Historical Science, 

pfthelnternationalCon and its pictures 

Washington, America July, m ^ l940 . 

(4) in the Journal of -Mon-Christian Crosses 

»’ alt ^T‘at’Tl^a^ (5) in my Malayalam 

in Ancient India, p. 1 ’ pT.-istie.nity in India, 

W >b.«,b» 

C. L. s, Tiruva.Ha, 1950. W' sge Socieiy 

cross-nearing kmg ^a ‘ ^ ^ 1930 . The 

Papers, Series 3, lHoU, - . j, & statuette 

cross-wearing PadUvaanav , and the latter 

have always been m superintendent of 

core, S. W. India. 

The ancient Palli-VaaMvar^crc r |S^at his^Uir^ 

place in 'Neelan-pero bronze statuette 

“ S oppcaiteP- 

dug up in about l& f‘ p at 0 ne end of the 

48. (2) The granite cross set “P t over his 

underground granite sla cross-shaped 

remains in his grave in (3) That build- 

building in ruins by abo 1888. (4) A cross 

ing itself, which stood t.U about 1888. t > ^ 

sculptured on the above slab < £ p alU . 

cross on the chest of th g into a tank 

Vaanavar, thrown away by the a n ^ . q 

close by. (6) The cross at the JP« * 

his right hand. This wa f(jr 8upp0 sed 

as "i i“. ““ “• 
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NdS. 2 to 6 are not to be seen now. No. 4 may t 
discovered on further excavation. Nos. 2 and; 
(both of grauite) may be recovered hereafter. Only 1 
No. 1 can be seen now. Sea op. p. 48. 

I see no reason why historians should reject all 
the above crosses, the chronogram, or the tomb, or 
the statuette as spurious, or non-existent. In fact 
since the publication in the period 1929—1950 cl 
the above articles, photos, and pictures by a Hindu, 
Mr. Panikkar of Neelan-peroor, and myself, and Dr. 
K. C. Cheriyan of Neelan-peroor, no historian ha 
raised his voice against the genuineness of any ot 
the three. So we may believe that in the fourth 
century, iu Pallivaanavar’s days (317 to perhap 
346) there were Christians in Travancore-Cochin 
S- W. India, i. e., 200 years before the monk 
Cosmas Indikopleustes, ca. 525. 

Were the preachers, termed “ Para-desis” (for 
igners), really Bar-desanites, or were they Arianfl 
Anus’s heretical propaganda begin in ca. 313 A-D. 
in Constantine’s reign, 306—337. That emperor 
was an^Arian, and wo may suppose that the 
or two” foreign missionaries of 317 A. 
with his letter to king Pallivaanavar of Cod 

Perhaps Mauichaean, Bardesanite, and 
rian missionaries came to S. 
period between Pallivaanav 
Quilon, Travancore, there arj 
Manigraamakkaar, said to 
long ago, but reconverted by 


* a frv Vtovp been ft Mamcbaean 

kaebakar suppose b ManigraMn akkaar and 
sorcerer. But tne ’ni The former is 

probably a corrup ns tbose having the the 

Mamchaeans Mar Am scc agPS 31-32 

Indus region in 265-311 * • ti n Date, AaD. 317’ 
of mv article An India _ TT _, <,a yg48. From 

Malabar, 
mention of' 


my article ‘An Indian £^^948 
Journal of Indian History, voi , 
there Manichaeans could come down to Mai. 

After Casma^of 520-25^ ^ ^ famous sots 

Christians in 8. W. about 873> originally 

of copper-pU.e 0 ^ istian church built by- 

belonging to the ,*Tb.t C pr() bably a 

the merchant Maru\ From the year 

Persian, in Quilon m Travanco-J«“ ^ ^ 
of his reconstruction Q ! and the Quilon 

destroyed some three^y ear in Quilon, the 

kings construction of ane P ^ g2g A D _ 

Quilon era began to be counte 

Early Christens in N- w - Indlft 

: £ before 900 A- D. 

flaPaBBlfeao'y th8 kings Gudna- 

Xhli J°(oU say, 33 A. D.) and 

Punia ct 
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No'S. 2 to 6 are not to be seen now. No. 4 may h 
discovered on further excavation. Nos. 2 and 5 
(both of granite) may be recovered hereafter. Onlv 
No. 1 can be seen now. See op. p. 48. 

I see no reason why historians should rejects!! 
the above crosses, the chronogram, or the tomb, oi 
the statuette as spurious., or non-existent. In fac 
since the publication in the period 1929—1950 ol 

the above articles, photos, and pictures by a Hindu, 
-f xt _i_ > - - 


awvo articles, pnoto_,_ c ___ j _, 

Mr. Panikkar of Neelan-peroor, and myself, and Dr. 
K. C. Cheriyan of Neelan-peroor, no historian his 
raised his voice against the genuineness of any oi 
the three. So we may believe that in the fount' 
century, in Pallivaanavar’s days (317 to perhaps 
346) there were Christians in Travancore-Cochio, 
S- W. India, i. e., 200 years before the monk 
Cosmas Indikopleustes', ca. 525. 

Were the preachers, termed “ Para~desis” (fore¬ 
igners), really Bar-despnites, or were they Arians? 
Arius s heretical propaganda began in ca. 313 All 
in Constantine’s reign, 306—337. That emperor 
was an^Arian, and wo may suppose that the "one 
or two" foreign missionaries of 317 A. D. came 
wah his letter to king Pallivaanavar of Cochin. 

Perhaps Manichaean, Bardesanite, and Nesto- 
nan missionaries came to S. W. India too in the 
period between Pallivaanavar and Cosmas. In 
Quilon, Travancore, there are now Hindus called 
am D raamakkanr, said to have been Christians 
long ago, but reconverted by one called Maanikka- 


,*bl, • , , h „« having the tf 

STA*. “*'• 

J3KSS.1 

jndus region in 265^ 31J A. A,D. 317’ 

there Manichaeans could come down to Malabar. 


„ -r con_9,5 a sure mention of' 

After OwmM l M0 ^ ^ ^ famous sets 
Christiana in S. • about 873> originally 

of oopper-plate oharterv church built by 

Sabr-lso probably a 

Persian, » Quttou»« '^""baSoTr t Sy, 

of his reconstruction of Quito Quilon 

destroyed some three, years before and the Qui on 
king’s construction of a new temple n Q^lon the 
QuUon era began to be counted from 825 A. 1>. . 

28. Early Christians in N. W. India 
before, 900 A. D. 

St. Thomas’s converts (of> say, 32 A ^ 

Sandaruk, probably" Ale-Xandmamong theOr.tae^ 

iu Baluchistan, and his conver s ° ^ . n( j 

phar, Gad, and Mazdai (of, say, 33 A _U.) ana 
others, all in Parthian Punjab are totoS 

the Syriac Acts of Thomas, ca. 210. 
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tells ns that in about 60 A. D. King Gudnaphu 
(Gondo-pbares) & others were driven away south 
wards and elsewhere by the Kushan invaders from 
the west. Bardaisan’s Syriac Book of Fate or, 
The Book of the Laws of Countries, ca. 196 A. D.,1 
mentions Christians among the Kaishanaye (Syriac 
wordj, the Kushans, probably among those in N.W. 
India too, and also elsewhere in India after the 
Foshan inroad. 

Bardaisan, ca.' 196, does not mention 
in his Book the customs among the Indian 
Christian converts there. Were there no such 
Indiaus theu in N. W. India or elsewhere in the 
Kushan empire? Possibly there were indigenous 
Indian Christians there in ca. 196, & lie did not 
have information about them or their non-Hindu 
or non-Buddhist manners and customs. Or, pro¬ 
bably, he could not distinguish those he had him¬ 
self seen in his Edessa from the Parthians or 
Persians, whose mode of dress Indians of N.W 
India had long before adopted, and whose 
complexion too those Indians had, as attested by 
early writers. 

Mcgasthenes, for instance, mentions some 
North Indians’ "muslin robes and turban.” See 
Strabo XV, 58. Arrian, ca. 150 A. D., says "The | 
dress worn by the Indians” (having "the darkness ol 
the Indian complexion”, as ho says) ”is made of 

cottoD, as Nearchos tells us,.They wear aa 

under garment of cotton which reaches below the 
knee halfway down the ankles, and also an upper 


tlv over their 

garment which they ground the head”, 

shouiaers, and partly «*** j base d chiefly on 
See his Indxlca ,.XV . - ’ Eral03t henes (ca. 

Megasthenea (300 B. C_)> ^ct-s, ca. 21° 

207_ C a. 194 B. C). Ibe r ( ‘ \ ate d ‘turban 1 ) 

Id., mentions the ’maapra (tran=la^ ^ r ^ 

ol Karish’s servant in az 0!1 which St. 

India. It mentions aiso the 

Thomas was sitting. . 45 3U pral 

Tb. SrH- "f -1 atet 

mentions converts by = , irreS 3 ion from him, 

Christians airwithApcKtoic ^ coantrie s“ (pro- 

existing in India and a» refr ' loa ol St. 

bably in the Gnndapbar-Mazda o coontrieg 

Thomas’s days), and later pa ^ probably 

'bordering on it even to the far * was hiog South 
the sea of South India or the sea waso.ng 

Arabia . - , about 3 centu- 

(Then comes a blank peno ln( ]ias 

ties. For Pantaenus and others and 

in Baluchistan, Seistau, Khurasan, 
respectively, and later in 544, 576 & 68 -/ » 

Baluchistan and Afghanistan. Sec Ml^nasA / 

Sp read-in Cental 
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“It was not until the fiftji century that bishops 
of Borne began their outrageous claims to the 
supremacy of the whole church", says Canon W. P. 
Hares in The Church of Rome in Inii:., 3rd edn,, 
p, 368. And the European P:\ssio written between 
450 and 550 says of “Audranopolis”, ; 9., i}r ndaruk 
of The Acts, ca. ‘210, west of N. W. Inai. probably 
Alexandria in Baluchistan (see supra for its 
Bishops from 420 A.T).), that “there is there the see 
of Thomas the Apostle and the Cathi'i:-' iniA " to 
the present day ” (ca. 500 A D.), i. e., the fsiccar. 
faith of 325 A. D. 

[Rote :— The name Alexandria appears i t 
India as Samtra, almost the first half of Sandar-uk. 
About Paulisa Siddhanta summarised by the Indian 
Varaha Mihira, the astronomer (ca. 550, a contem¬ 
porary of Aryabhata, born 476, and o f Cosinas, 
ca. 525, and also of the author of Passio Thomat * 
supra, between 450 and 550 A. D.) Albiruni (I, 153) 
says: “Paulisa-Siddhanta, so called from Paulisa’’ 
(Paulos) the Greek, from the city of Samtra, 
which I suppose to be Alexandria” (in Egypt)., 
Yes, Samtra is Alek-samfn’o. 

In North Indian Prakrit Alexander has 
become Atasamiu; in Scottish Sandy. In Malaya- 
um of S. W. India’s St. Thomas Christians it 
as become Okkaanda, & Chaandy, and Aalak (the 
A < f \- and Alexan dra (feminine) has 
(Greek 3 , aan Ha. .:a wciid-r therefore if Alexandria 

in the 1 1 exan,ler ' 01 ' ios > or o lia) became Sandaruk 
in the language of Baluchistan by the date of the 


. oin A D. Varaha Mihira 

Syriac Acts, ca. - Roman) Siddanta also 

summarised Romaka, (i. e-Romani 

in ca. 550 A. Dj . 

• F ° r , The0 h°rfst Vi S’oma h s ^rested" (m 
place in India wbe e j s possible that 

N. W’. India), see ante, p. ■ a Bishop too. 

then there were Chr.st.ans there and 

Iu the next century in ^ tQ 

India “a special Metropolitan Dr Mingana says in 
twelve suffrage- jibuv,-- . • Prabably one 

his Marly S P rc^- -«» n ' a r Bombay) 

Bishop was in £■ '> p Brsian Bishop. 

Alter King AIM’. d 

Thomas shrine (m Italy 0 m0 dern Sbaba- 

803, a Metropolitan mGand Nestor i a n 

baa in the Punjab -^e Be - g3 _ 4 and mat 

Missionary Enterprise, d-% PP- 
at its end. 

* India of BaHholomew-Pantaenu, 190 ^ 

Our new History of ^ough'Ihe St 

lure, Vol. Vsavs on p J2S a nnot be traced 

Thomas-Gudnaphar r>“it may be 

earlier than the third- ce °- ioQar ies visited India, 
admitted that Christian “ established 

and small Christian commutes « A. D-* 

there before the end of the seco 
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The ground for the above admission is given 
in a foot-note, p. 629, thus: “Eusebius (third 
century A. D.) says that Pantaenus (second 
century A. D.) who went to India to preach Chri¬ 
stianity, found that the gospel had already been 
introduced there and some Indians had embraced 
Christianity. (Ancient India, pp. .214—15)". 


It may be noted that just as the visit of St. 
Thomas (in, say, 32 A. D,) cannot be traced earlier 
than ca. 210, those of St. Bartholomew (in, say, 
32 A. D.), & St. Pantaenus (in 189—90) cannot be 
traced before Eusebius, ca. 325 (not “third century"). 
All the three are therefore in the same predicament. 


Now, we know that in the Greek author 
Eusebius’s days (Bishop, 315—401 the Latin 
author °f ItinerariMm Alexandri, 345 A. D., said 

ab ndia, taken as a whole-is a continuation 

ot Egypt and the Ethiopians”. Yes, it included 
Ethiopia, Arabia and other pseudo-Indias west of 
ndn proper, then distinguished as “India Orien- 
tahs, India of the Brahmins, or India in the con¬ 
es 3fin 16 "° l r ' 1 ^ ' *' u ' d Latin author Kufinus, 
(FthSi i - th, V‘ CitCri0r Indi * adherent -to if 
(bvloti a Th- a ^ d - t0 - haVCfal,en t0 Bartholomew" 

to Ethiopia:cann C otT° r India * near ’ 0r adhering 

And histnrv t ii a , part °f our India proper. 

Arabia, Arabia m RuI ‘ nn3 ’ days citerior 


Ckiapia, i, bsia. SggS Sr' “ 
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Er Min-ana, in his Early Spread-.™ Ifdu. 
10 * 6 ^ that “It will be a matter of Burpnse. . 

any responsible author -illeverinenn. i in the 
future Pantaenus in connection w, i ud ia ^ Bufinus> 

See also my article The Liter 

iQ The Journal rflnita ^f^^and Ethiopia’ 
ana ‘India a £ u8 ° t 1948, ending a 

in the same Journal, 
controversy on Pantaenus s India. 

• r r„ r Bartholomew is found m 

“Citerior India o ^th ^ - n otUer 

the Hieronymtaft ° e ^ 0 _s op hronius, 7th 

European ■V. J tant inopolitan tradition, 

century, and lhe of the 10 th cen- 

recorded in the Gre H&VP!I Indians and- 

tury have respectively the JaW a 

India Felix, i. c. Happy Mia, a 

pseudo-India. 

30. U Everything m the Actsyca. 210, 

Unreliable? 

a t* of Tiomas, ca. 210, is by 
The Syriac Acts °J an d others- 

some South Indian Chnstia , roma nee, 

elsewhere rejected "^^ong them regard 
or legend, or fiction, in it as historral 

certain names and other detai^in^ ^ ^ „ ue 

and reliable. aC , t u a f assigns "India to 

among the earliest recot: .- false fiction in 

St! Thomas. If that » d^ard ^ . Apostle m 
every detail, "Parthia assig The Clc- 

the two other earliest doeumen|,v ^ 0 riger p 3 

mentine Recognitions of ca. 
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Commentary on Genesis, ca. 235—6, both non- 
-Asian, has to be accepted as the real field of prea¬ 
ching and.martyrdom of St. Thomas. ' That ex¬ 
cludes South India, which was never in Parthia. 
But Parthia of St. Thomas’s days, ca. 32—33 A.D, 
did include his Parthian contemporary King Gunda- 
phar s (Gondophares’s, Yindapharna’s) N. V- 
India, now in W. Pakistan. 

Historians have identified with the Indo- 
-Parthian king Gudaphara, 19 to ca. 55 A. D., the 
Indian king Gudnaphar or Gundaphar of The 
Acts. And his brother Gad of The Acts is, they 
say, Gadana or Guda named in eoin legends as a 
near relative of Gudaphara. So Gudnaphar, and 
ad, and St. Thomas and their India are reasona¬ 
bly four reliable names in The Acts, an Edessene 
work of ca. 210, though it contains Gnostic doctri¬ 
nes, and miracles. 


There is then King Mazdai, of India, in The 
TT Hls soldiers killed St. Thomas. No king of 
that name, ruHng in any part of ancient India in 

. . ih ° mas S days has yet been discovered. Besides, 
i is ,r regular Old-Persian name”, and no Persian 

or Parthian reigned in South-East or South-West 

:“„L a ; two „ regions signed by South Indians 

delibeiateS ""made ° f 1288 * 

-,, y , aae a PneBt-lance-martyr after 

70 ’ to th ^' r Pr ° ving that *A- D. 68 or 

lmd hi“n 8 t f'' D - thelr ancestors’ “St. Thomas” 
-martyr 16 Same as t 5 e ‘ r present priest-lance- 
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The Doctrine, ca. -60 J ^ in a 

Thomas’s letter or letters fro ^ So 

church (probably m Ede» I d Qn what 

the tradition there urns Sandaruk & India 

he bad written about b^orkm ^ - t was 

of Gudnaphar,. Gad &^a , ^ ^ origl . 

recorded (in the fist cent ft P Kar \ Schmidt 
nal non-Gnostic Acts of original Acts of 

says that such a fn the case of 

Thomas must have exist , ^ Me aiycott’a 

certain other apocryphal • x XI. That 

India and . r TlW Zla read in Edessa and perhaps 

original must have been read in 

in Fars, Sandarnk, and India too 

31. The Last Word on St. Thomas 

and on his Sins 

The latest Christian advocate of Nourt Indies 

St. Thomas, affirms in Thomas (a 

strated lessons « “ a ‘* 3 ^ u , hea for Catholic child- 
non-martyr till 151 G’ P „ R , T-inuarvl955 in the , 
ren from 8th Dec. Wo -* s a t v a Deepam (Truth’s I 
Malayalam Catholic Weekly \ tUe 

•' no.hu* 

following as represent | d worthy of 

but the truth ever since 52 A. D., ana 

acceptnnce by all tlSt f- Cran g an ore, Cochin, 

““""onniwta S Sen ki» B In Bon.h 

(No, not a historical fact.) 
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3) Gundaphar pointed out to him the exact 
site for his palace, to be completed there on thii 

tbe ^P ost ' e b y l he following year, and 
at. i homas did agree to do so. 

ThS k’ ng gave him money for building 
the palace there, and went on a foreign tour, pr^ 
sen ^ him more and more money for 
m ^ ing hie palace on this earth , and did send it 
again and again. 

5 ) But St. Thomas gave the king’s money 
fnVVi ° “6 Poor, and not even one stone was laid 
e earthly palace, as stipulated and agreed. 
«». Gundaphar returned, and shouted angrily, 

hn fl’J f °A v Ve l5eoeivea me". He orderd him to 
be flayed alive and then burned. 

hannl 1 ® un fl :1 Phar’s younger brother Gad, then 
PP ° d ° be t:lken il! a°d to die suddenly, but 
“saim” re re fl ll03tu:i § the king to punish the sinful 
d^L?T'i? aSan sample to all, for the 
° ™ a brought upon the royal family. 

and d^,/ 1 ^ Ca ' lie to again miraculously, 

St.Tfemis aaiQ t Walesa unUU 

another man fn ? bouse or room in heaven for 
Gundaphar?' <?, r t'f 11 / 1 non 'Christian infidel like 
Jesus’ words to G ° Spel 14:3 -—14 records 

mansions in my W,ik , 10mas: ‘‘There are many 

to make ready a 6r ! bouse;....I am going away 
y place °r you”, i. e ., for even St. 


So o mansion or to 

l«v„» W «* «“"f “ wt ol the royal 

dings) in Kerala, S. • p \ 

assertion, not earlier, than 0 ^ with a spear 

11 ) At last he was P in Myhpore 

('=“kuntham", not soolam , • a 

martyr (by whom-, ui - inscription of 139G 

“‘‘‘W.'S “/K»"*» * «— 

ana Gad are to be beln ed by and ot her fea- 

exact reproductions of ‘ ®' r j a t ke Apostle . 

hires and their dress. The un 0 

haye beards and moustasbes. Jnal(l| U in 

13) ^ rfa too- with turban, shoes, *c, 

foreign outfit; Gad to , 

like the Persians. t , t u e artist 

Whence did the lessor Was his 

get the enact features of • ^ QW0 alleged 

picture drawn ia . bl ® '„fJ’-Heged to haye written 
Travancore disciple w pxlstent)? Or, by St. 

the Saint’s Biography (non J q{ St . Mary 

Luke, one of whose 7 alleged p t ht , by St. 

and the Infant is said to hay e oe It va9 

Thomas when he came to South mm. 
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hidden underground for centuries in St. Thomss 
Mount, and chanced to be dug up by the Portuguese 
in the 16th century!! It is now in the St. Thomas i 
Mount church. 

Or, could one teach the Cotholic children that 
the picture of St. Thomas in tbail lessons to 
drawn by King Gundaphar’s or King Gasper's 
artist? A recent book (of 1 S54cr so Vb 1 ?<thajtoim 
Catholic Fr. Antoninus, 0. MTl^oiKsS^TlIyloD, 
asserts as a historical fact that St. Thomas same to 
India in “in 52 A..D.” along with King Gaspar oi 
Jaffna, who was returning after his visit (in 4 B. C. 
or 6 5 B. C.) to the Infant Jesus at Bethlehem, 
as one of “the three wise men” of the Gospels!! 

Of the above 13 details in the lessons for chil¬ 
dren all but Nos. 1, 2, and 10 to 13 are in the 
condemned Syriac Aces of ca. 210 A. D., and the 
other six are South Indian Christians’ fabrications 
not found recorded before 1517 or 1700 A. D. 

Even the Saint’s sins are mentioned in the 

lessons, as. they are in the St. Thomas Catholics’ 
Songofl<S0 1A .t).’’ When the children read 

that i,ong, published in S. W. India in 191G, and 
vvt. °-? le * Q as tfoits reliable, they will ask 

dn/ ‘ “ ontra ^ lots their lessons in the matter of the 
landing, the landing 

other details. aaDkara Cran S anore >’ and sonie 

St Thntf ^'". rec ' J0n to ° the number of their ideal 

natu„ wK"*’ an<1 °° mpare their namber and 
. rS WIth th03e of the great St. Peter’s sins, 
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Vi \ t q| ^ 

Both these saints sinned ^original 
Ghost’s descent on the . ^ it _ Gree k, Latin, 

Syriac Acts of ca. -10- , tion5 0 r versions do 

Coptic and Armenian r _ Tboma3 . 

record the above sin» of b - the B oman 

And the stained glass P 1C have i n their 

Catholic Cathedral of L’..r=m ^ Thomas's story, 

series depicting the «c> money in 

alms, and the high priest l „ la53 - in the 

soldiersJkiUing the Apostle. ° France. 

Roman Catholic Cathedral of *>"8^ wfae „ 
pictures the Apostle as S»'ntin x gt Thomas 

L w,».AM 

Bentenced and sen. to pn 

32 St Thomas’s House or Monastery, ca. 

Varthetna, (1-003-8; 1501, 
and Barbosa (1-50-5-16), perhaps •£»» 

..rtn-martvr Saracen saint s totna . 


the 


a*** 

unruined domed ® ^^t^^prohably a 

mined Chnsnan & the muet^ry 

continuation of .be long t 

•>•”*** *• 

“ I; '°SSo di Varthema (-!*«*«* .^3) 
while in the town of Xibwi*' > 

was informed by the Christian* (*h» M 

their priest also), that W y ., m) 
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'and was under the guard of some Christians', and 
that'the poor Christians oinnot live there any 
longer, but are driven away and killed secretly” for 
fear of the King of Vij tyanag-ir, their friend,though 
a Hindu. This persecution began 'after the Portu¬ 
guese had killed many Moors” (in Calicut on the 
s. W. coast, & elsewhere). So the Moors, Muslims, 
were the . enemies of the Portuguese, and of the 
indigenous Christian settlers in S. E. India too, and 
aiso of the W. Asian and East Asian (Chinese, & 
other) Christians there going about as merchants or 
visitors to the Saracen’s tomb under the dome 
(built id Saracen style, as seen in its sketch by the 
Vicar (1896) Fr. Pinto, and its photo in Rae’s 
Syrian Church, 1892, op. p. 312. 

About the same time Barbosa too says: 'In 
this c hy ("Mylapore, almost uninhabited") is buried 
the body of Apostle St. Thomas in a small church” 
(with ruined nave, and unruined “vault” ( = dome) 
as he says) “near the sea.—So he remains still 
in the hermitage” (under the dome) “very humbly 
and lighted up by the grace of God, because the 
Moors and gentiles light him up, each one sayiug 
that he is something belonging to them". Chri¬ 
stians, we should think, were not allowed by the 
Muslims to do that, or claim the non-martyr. 

But “Christians of India”, adds Barbosa, “still 
go there as pilgrims, and carry away thence, as 
relics, some little pellets of earth of the tomb of 
this blessed Apostle”. Such “pellets of earth” from 
Mecca s sacred Muslim spot are sold now to Muslim 


pilgrims also to that place. Perhips the Mylapore 
pellets too were sold to the Christians by the “poor 
Moor (who) takes care of that building and begs 
alms for it, and for the lamp, which still continues 
burning” (at the tomb) in Barbosa's time itself. 
Red earth “from the place where the saint" (non- 
-martyr Thomas) “was kiled” (outside liis house ur 
hermitage wherein his body was interred later on, 
and not the earth from his tomb as in Barbosa s 
(hvs, and even today:, was taken and used as 
medicine by Christian pilgrims in Marco Polo’s 
time also, 1288—93 A. D. 

The four West Asian Bishop’s Syriac letter 
of 1504 from Malabar to their “Catholieos" Mar 
Elijah, “Patriarch of the East", says: As to the 
monastery of St. Thomas the Apostle ( ‘*dair - 
Thuma''), some Christian men have gone into it, 
have inhabited it, and are now busy restoring it',.... 
it is on the shores of the sea, in a town called 
MaiWpore, in the country of Silan” (=of Cholan, 
Coromandel), “one of the Indian countries . The 
Loma manuscript in Goa calls the monastery 
his "chapel". See S. 24, p. 39. In a ground plan 
of 1896 or so it is marked ’St. Thomas Chapel , 
being a very small one, with only one door in the 
south wall, and one window in the north wall. The 
south door was inside, the cathedral. So only Chri¬ 
stian priests could enter that chapel, which was 
next to, and east of the sanctuary of the cathedral. 

This 'monastery or ’'chapel” of St. Thomas is 
the domed, single-roomed and high-walled building 
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standing intact in ca. 1504, though perhaps the 
Muslim enemies of the Christians had destroyed 
the roof of their church attached to the 
chapel. This chapel was sacred to the Muslims as 
their own prophet’s, the non-martyr Saracen saint 
Thomas’ tomb, and so they did not destory it. They 
appointed an aged Muslim Fakir to take care ol 
their non-martyr’s tomb. 

Barbosa calls the domed room containing the 
saints (north-south) tomb hiB “hermitage’’ at first, 
and later on mentions his “house and the church”, 
& the vault” with a great wooden cross at the top, 
and pea-cocks for a device.” . This cross with the 
pea-cocks, on either side as usual in Malabar too, 
must have been set up by the Christians when they 
had been in possession (since when?) of the domed 
room & the church (west of it) until about 1460. 

When Nicolo de Conti visited? Mylapore bet- 
ween 1425 <£ 1430 he found there many Christians, 
Nestorians (who) inhabit this city to the number 
of a thousand" in, say, 150 houses near their 
church, perhaps unmolested by Muslims. After 
that Vartheina (1503—8) was told by one of the 
Christians 12 miles away from Mylapore that 45 
years before his visit, i. e., in about 1460 (three 
decades after the above Nicolo) there had been in 

i y apore Christians, probably indigenous settlers 
there. 

45 years ago the Moors had a dispute” 

L th \ owner9hi P of the non-martyr’s 
tomb.) with the Christians and there were 


wounded on both sides”. That sen,lie had occurred 
before the Portuguese conflict with the Moors. 
Those Christians were perhaps in possession of tue 
non-martyr’s totnb, “guarded by them against 
Muslim molestation, and also owned his dome 
house or hermitage, to the east of their church 
then, about 1400, probably not destroyed > 
Muslims. The church’s sanctuary was not the 
domed room of the tomb. 

And in 1443, about a decade, after the above de 
Conti, the king of Vijayanagar, the Mylapore Chri¬ 
stians’friend, had a Christian councillor mimed 
“Nimeh Pezir" ( = perhaps Nehemia Pc- . 

Asian), by Abder Kazak, the Persian ambassador. 

In Barbosa’s days, 1505—16, M ^sifms!^ 
“almost uninhabited * 1 by Christians or Muslims. 

The non-martyr Thomas’s “henni *£\ * “the 
, in which he used to pray w™ 

wood outside ln ™ 3 A D > were mentioned 

centuries before 128« J the “church* 

to MarcoVolo. H.ttot',££22 Mew* » 
(building) there, and t which 

tha oburcb, and^ Muslim 

the Christian, and perhap were als0 then 

used to lay their heads . church..— 

‘‘the Christian people m chag Indian Nut * 

(who) have a their living'- It 

(coconut) “trees whereby toy- body was 

was in that “hermitage of bis that 

buried. 
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“ Arar ben Matthew, a Nestorian, 1350, calls it 
his monastery” (in Arabic). Bp. Marignolli, 1318 
refers to the above “hermitage 11 as his “ oratory •>- 
and Barbosa calls it his 11 hermitage ”, and L' 
(vaulted) house , as distinct from the roofless 
churchof Barbosa’s days, 1505-16. The 4 bishops 
of 1504 too call it his “-hermitage.’' 

The non-martyr Saracen's “hermitage, or 
monastery or house" of some year after Muhammad 

ioQQ Pr ° PbCt S dayS ’ Say betwoen A. D. 650, and 
1288 was sacred to the Muslims of Nubia, Coro¬ 
mandel, and other places, and they must have 
built a room of brick & mortar subsequently on the 
same site, with their saint's tomb entirely inside it. 

KafS\ r ' n , '• P °' 0 ’ 8 dayS ’‘ and duri »S Malik 

in 1 din ,m , “ Ta,,on as far as Rameswaram 
in 1310, the north-south tomb was, inside the 

domed room east of the chancel of the church. 

Was half of the tomb later on left outside as a 

stHns SS1 th U MuSl ' mS ’ or because the Cirri- 

L ^ hut th ° n0rli - s ^ tomb of the 
An , ty , Th °mas‘ could not be a Christian’s - ' 

Amr ben Matthew, the Arab author, 1340 A D 
says that the “tomb is __. on tho oT Se' 

On the rinht “ 0n . Mter j' (««* of the church). 
i a "’ b ‘ , Slde 1S P r °bably the north side. But 

sld orTot ! ,7 WhCther tbe — half out- 

n 1 ' h o VaS in tbo days of Diogo (1517 
A. U.) and other Portuguese , ■ 
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previous cathedra! that stood till 1892 enclosing 
(except on the north side) the domed “hermitage* 
adjoining the roofless chancel and nave of Barbo¬ 
sa’s and Diogo’s days (1505—17). 

Bairbosa says that “the Moors and gentiles’ 
(=Musliins and Hindus) light him up, each one 
saying that he is something-' belonging to them”, 
and that “tbe Christians of India still go there as 
pilgrims, and carry away thence, as relics, some 
little pellets of the earth of the tomb of this blessed 
Apostle”. This earth, believed to be red with the 
non-martyr’s blood, must have been taken from the 
top of the outer, northern, half of the underground 
tomb which was “16 palms” below the surface, as 
Diogo found in 1517 by his actual excavation. The 
Christian pilgrims too, like the Muslims and tbe 
Hindus, must have offerred oil for tbe Fakir-lighted 
lamp “continually burning’, as Barbosa says about 
the light. It must have been inside the room, and 
so invisitle to the Christians & Hindus, who had 
probably to stand outside the sacred Muslim room. 

33. A Muslim & Some Christians ;*.t the 
Saracen’s Tomb in 1504 

In the days of Varthema’s and Barbosa's visits 
(ca. 1505) to My lapore . or its neighbourhood, and 
even later in tbe year of tho visit to Mylapore in 
1517 of Diogo Fernandes, perhaps the first Portu¬ 
guese at the non-martyr Thomas’s tome;, half 
outside bi~ undestroyed domed hermitage with the 
roofless' church, attached to it, hut full ° 




brushwood growing on its floor, in which rats, 
jackals, & other creatures had for about a generation 
since, say, ca. 1460 (vide p. 63 for Varthcma's 
report,) made holes for them (as we may iufer from 
Barbosa s description), there were no Christians or 
Muslims permanently inhabiting the place. That 
was on account of the enmity between the Muslims 
on one side and the Christians, South Indian, WA¬ 
TS. Asian, and Portuguese on the other side since some 
time after de Conti found about 1000 Nestoriun 
Christians settled down in Mylapore^ (Vide p. GO.) 

Barbosa metions only a Muslim Fakir living 
t ere (inside the tomb’s room), and deseribes Myla- 
pore city as “almost utiinhabited*, though frequ- 
ented by^Moors and gentiles”, and “the Christians 
0 India with offerings of lamp-oil for that uon- 
maityr Thomas. All these three religionists were 
casual visitors,* “pilgrims." 

were those A’some Chrietiaus” who, by 
1 went ‘“to” the “almost uninhabited" Myla- 
pore s tomb’s room, and “inhabited it" and were 
usy restoring it , i. e , repairing it, as the four 
“°P» etterof 1504 says. Barbosa, who mentions 
e poor i oor at or in the vaulted (eastern) room 
of the saint, and also the Muslim, Hindu, and Cbri- 
JffP'Snms at the northern, anterior, outside 
.. - n ,° 113 tomb, describes Mylapore of say, before, 
’ 15 t °f. a5 an “, almost uninhabited very ancient 
city . He couid not regard the above said Chri- 
s.mns who inhabited the saint’s minar with the 
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cupoH of circular base, as real, permanent inha¬ 
bitants. 

Their object was probably to take possession of 
the saint’s room (and also the “much deteriorated 
church, so described by Barbosa) against the ‘poor 
Moor” and other Muslims; and also in anticipation 
of the Portuguese who would by and by go to the 
spot and misappropriate the minar and the church 
and even the whole premises, just as the Christians 
had misappropriated it from the Muslims, before 
M. Polo’s date, 1‘2S8 A. D. 

Those daring Christiana were perhaps some 
rich, foreign merchants from W. Asia or China, or 
elsewhere, rather than some indigenous Christians 
of India, or of some Islands near India, & M*l*y*- 
Those foreign Christians could count upon the help 
of the King of Vijayanagar, and of the Indian-. 
Christians also. But soon the more powerful Portu¬ 
guese took possession of them as the king of V.jaya- 
uagar was their friend too. 

DiVarthema, (1501 or 1503 -8) found some 
Christians, indigenous, with them print n i a town 
12 miles from Mylapore, and gathered ^ormat.on 

from them about the latter city. came 

met Christian merchants, Nestonans who came 
from Sarnam or Ayoutha the ancient capita, cf 
Siam They conducted him to Pegu, m Burma, 
where the king had 1,000 Christians in his serjt^ 
Those merchants took Vartbema Mem whe 
they went to trade in Borneo, Java, and even 



Molucca Islands. See Nan’s L’expansion Xesto- 
rienne en Asie, p. 278, and Stewart's Xestorian 
Missionary Enterprise, C. L. S., Madras, 1923, 
p. 94. There were then "St. Thomas" Christians 
in Travancore-Cochin too. 


Vasco da Gama’s Roleiro of 1497—S says: 
Pegu is a. land /of Christians and the king is a 
Christian, and they are all white like us". Gama’s 
Roleiro, moreover, finds Christians in 149S in 
Coleu (Quilon), Cael and Bemguala (Kaayal-patta- 
nam on the Tamil coast, and Bengal), and in Qno- 
rongoliz (Cranganore) with a Christian king; also 
in Chomondarla (Coromandel), Pegu, and Siam. 

o too Conjmata and Pater (50 days' sailing from 
Calicut) had Christians and a Christian king; and 
Camatarra (Sumatra) was of the Christians. How 
ar r a Gama s list is rerliable one cannot say. 
owards the end of 1502 certain Christians residing 
in Mangalore sent a deputatiou to da Gama, says 
norne Lopez in his Navegacao, ch. 19. (See below). 

In 149G the Genoese Hieronimo di Santo 
P ^ aU °r> r ° m ® ou ^ 1 India, found a ruined church in 
e 0 u. Burma, in which church he buried his 
ompamon Hieronimo Adorno’s dead body. But 

non ions no Christians there The Mylapore 
church too was in ruins then, without anv 
Christian residing there. 

t here uere Christians then on the west coast, 

,nTr lri rh,ru '^ ailC0de . Quilon, and other places 
in Travancore-Cochin, and Paalayoor north of it. 
leronuno mentioned above, says that (before 
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149 G) there were “asmany as ^ 

by Christians in Calicut . \i -.lore sent 

lijon certain Christians residing in - ■ 

i- 

u„) .o ZJS, eU— 

•«*. s “r,:i 

cut? There are Cotti-Collam, 

-Collara near Calicut. Thomas 

34 . Did Sundaphar Invite St. Thomas 
to Learn about the New Way. 

India’s King Gudnaphar 
The Acts, ca. 210, and Ga ^ ^ Indo-Parthian 
identified by archaeo og» . q the Put ,j a b, and his 
king Gondophares of The names of both 

relative Guda or Gad ^ first century coins; 
occur in the legends o a l s0 as Gunda- 

and Gondophares s name ; Babi> nort b-east 

phara in an inscription a his Dame 

of Peshawar. Other d^covered form 

are Gonndaphoros, Gou P ■ Gondaphares, & 

ros (all in Greek); Goud ° P & G undaforu8, <C Gundo- 

Undophares (all on coins), & G ^ t . n) Ita Pa U 

forus, (both these ‘ Gadaphara, Gudaphana & 
forms are Gudapbar , • the Xakbt-i-Bahi 

Gudupharna on coins an . g a Go ndopbares 
inscription. (In my c° U «^ nted t0 me in October # 
copper coiu very kindly P u o{ Pondicherry, 

Awj-asrsu*- a 
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. nistan in that year). The Syriac forms of the name 
are Gudnaphar, Gundaphar, and Gundafor. The 
original Parthian is Yinda-pbarna, meanin° 
gainer of victory. (Vinda sounds like the latter 
half of the Sanskrit name Go-vinda) The other 
forms are those in the languages of the Indians, 
Greeks, Jews, Persians, Syrians, or others then 
living in the K. W. Indian part of his Parthian 
kingdom, ruled from his easternmost cities Taxila 
and Sirkap, both near each other, and close to 
Palawan (which is probably Calajnina, St. Tho¬ 
mas s burial place). Gondophares is the Greek form. 

The gods of some of the above races appear 
among the emblems on Gondophares’s coins. They 
are Zeus, Pallas, Nike ( = Victory), and Siva; with 
also a vessel like the Christian chalice or cibo- 
num, with or without its lid. This vessel is styled 
the characteristic symbol of Gondophares" by 

SSTR. i “ °“ krl * i A ”» »< 

shmvH 16 ' e , multifarious symbols on his coins, 

show that Gondophams was an eclectic in religion, 

S Jv Wn aIL (A - D - 192 -) of the Kushan 
it wa/hnt 1 d ‘ 3pla , oed hls Parthiau dynasty. And 
it tv as but natural that he wanted to know in 

sr- Ed ~ - 

about the new religion’ 

Kingd ° m ° f 

had announced direct* 
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th „. tbe existence already of “many mansions in 

other, tae exisbe , anl foretold liis going 

nic fithpr 9 house , hen/vsn, a.u- 

3000 foreigners, both Je^s a r phnstiaus 

S « u» av * “ “ITS 

those foreigners then present " J^ iaI18> 

Judaea,included“Parthians, Med s, Mr sop ^ , q 

Egyptians, Arabians, dweller, 
certain other countries. 

And Judaea'included a “° n ° ° b ey°were 

foreigners with foreign tongue-, , r for 

U <«, m »«“„*; E’SId, 

India of tbe original Green copi To tboge 

none of which have yet _ wa3 no t a land of 

in Jerusalem of Judaea, u ' J, es J 0 f Judaea 

foreigners speaking fo pel g“ “ ® ou ° a be easily mis- 
was I in Greek ;' l '; l r ek i n could be misread as 
taken for «, so that Gre <>Yonan Codex , 

sent “Habban the Jew, P ^ for b ; m a disciple 
verted on Pentecost day, a clear idea of the 

of Jesus, who would-gi 
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new religion. Gundapbar thus acted somewhat 
like his contemporary King “Abgar” of Edessa who 
sent a letter to Jesus Himself, requesting Him to 
go and cure him of his disease. And it was not 
unposible for Gundapbar to have already heard 
from visitors from Fars in S. W. Persia to Taxi la 
of St. Thomas himself preaching in Fars (see p. 7J i 
about, the Kingdom of God and the many “man 
mons ready in heaven for the Christians of that 
■kingdom. 

’ Gundapbar, or Habban, or those who heard St. 
Ihomass or Jesus’ preaching could . not mistake 
the mansions in heavau for palaces built on this 
earth. And St. Thomas could not dare to tell 
Oundaphar that he would build for him a palace 
° r ® lrka P' or Palawan, or Kala-ka-Serai, 

35 ' r8main3 ° f a grand P alac e 

2 JF ft ' were foun <l underground in Taxila 
by the Indian Archaeological Department some 
years ago. It faced west, towards the major 

CZn 0 p he ^ rtbi!ia kingd0m «*«* *»££ 

Uio non-Parthian portion of North India. St. 
hiomas we may affirm, did not build that palace, 

rany other building there or elsewhere in India 

not even in S. India. For he was not' a carpent r! 
or mason, or an Engineer. carpenter, 

St Thomls u!r ° f A Thomaa Habban brought 
Far inT w P l " “ I' bySWp ( fr0m P«*»bly 

pootle on arrival personally 
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instructed the king about the coming Kingdom of 
Heaven or of God ( deva-rajyam , see p.4S supra)and 
of the “many mansions" or “places" ready in heaven 
for Christians, as well as about repentance, biptism, 
“breaking of bread’’, and other features of bis 
Master’s new “Way.” 

As a result Gundapbar was converted to Chri¬ 
stianity, and as instructed by St. Thomas, aband¬ 
oned Siva, Zeus and the other gods represented oil 
his coins. 

His “characteristic symbol”, the chalice-like 
vessel, was, I think, a sign of his having accepted 
Christianity. For the chalice, used in the Eucha¬ 
rist from the very beginning of Christianity, is the 
earliest known Christian symbol. The cross symbol 
began to be used later. Christ said He would use 
the chalice-cup again in His Father’s kingdom. See 
St- Matt. 26:29 

In addition to the above chalice symbol of 
Gondophares there is his title “deva-vrata", devoted 
to God, perhaps used in preference to the then 
usual royal titles “deraanaam priya”, dear to the 
gods (plural), and “ deva-putra ”, son of god. As 
taught by St. Thomas, Guudaphar must have been 
convinced that there are not many gods (his Zeus, 
Nike, Siva, A others), and that Christ alone was 
the Son of God. The converted king could there¬ 
fore no longer use the customary titles meaning 
‘dear to the gods (plural), aud son of god . Henee 
his title “deva-vrata“ meaning devoted to God, 
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which St Thorms as “G.itde and RuFer and mini¬ 
ster”, and baptizer of the Christians there, and the 
Apostle who had given their priests “the hands ei 
priesthood", most have sanctioned. He is called 
to The -‘lets the'iuessenger of "the new god”. 

35. Was there a St Thomas Palaae in Kalawan? 

It was iraposible for even a sinless Christian 
saint to build a palace in heaven for G.mdaphar 
non-christian, or even for a Christian, by distri¬ 
buting the latter’s money, with or without his know¬ 
ledge, among the poor freely in alms. But in the 
byriac -4cfs of ca. it 10 and in almost all other St 
Ihomas .accounts that Apostle is described as 
having built in heaven a palace for Gundaphar the 
non-chrtstian, * that without the latter’s knowledge 
or request Worse than that, St. Thomas is repre¬ 
sented in the above records of Asia, Europe and 
Africa as having been a sinner in the transaction- 
a promise-breaker, a deliberate liar, and a cheat. 
See pp. 62—63. 

u n , To . m . e it seems iikely that there was in 
aarnina (-.kalawan near Taxila, or Knla-ka- 

Thom > a n , as . sll,R,rb ) a building called ’St. 

homas s Palace , so named by his convert King 

Gundaphar, who built it for housing the bones of 

OnnJlT n ® re '" 0Ved “ seoret ly to the West” (to 

the reafn lar ^T." rrlt w y fr0m tlle ni0UrUain tomb i:i 

enernv Of t° f ^' nS Mazdai > a non -cbnstian and an 
enemy of tne Apostle, as The Acts says. T:- bones 

were probably enclosed in a costly box and safely 
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treasured in an ust-west torn!* in that ueiv edifice 
to which the King himself gave the grand name 
St. Thomas’s Palace, as 1 suppose As » iMoisiiau 
he rejected the then usual royal nt’e 'uVeu pufin’’, 
meaning son of God So lie, m all hmiotuv, regn> 
ded, we may suppose, his residence as a humble 
house, and honomvd the aNno said St Thomas 
house with the name "St, Thomas Palace" 

And that St Thomas Palace wasbv theaillbor 
of The Acts, oa. 211'. or others before him in 
Ke. ssa, misunderstood as a pshioe hmlwhv St. 

Thomas, 

St. Thomas’s hones, as records say since 
The Arts, were honourably buried. b'list in 
ilazdai’s kingdom they were in “(he tomb of the 
former kings on a mountain’’. S<>e p, 13, Then in 
Biindaphar’s kingdom also they must have been 
honourably deposited perhaps in a costly casket, 
kept safe in a specially built tomb (in Kalawan, in 
tho above St. Thomas Palace, as 1 suppose). St. 
Isidore (dead 636, sec p. It). No. 0, and p, 40, H, 25) 
said'that St. Thomas had been "honourably buried 
at Calaiuiiui, a town of India" (probably Kalawan). 
In the sixth century Theodore (p. 37, No. h) saw 
a grand church in “the place in India where St, 
Thomas first rested". This church perhaps replaced 
King Gundnphar’s St. Thomas Palace (of about 
33 A. D.) mentioned before on p 78, But ills not 
known whether two centuries later, in 232“*0, 
Aloxamlor Sevcrus’s man (sea supra) loilim the 
bouos i.'i a church iit Culatuiun, or iu ttoujt) Ql,wt 



place, if Gundaphar or theSher Christians, or his 
successor had taken them Sway with them to the 
place to which they bad he *^lriven by the Rushans 
in about 60 A D. The emperor's letter or letters 
for the bones were to “the princes of India”, says 
the Passio, ca. 500. So the Emperor’s man had to 
find out which prince's kingdom had the bones in 
232-3. 

“In the year A. D. 442—443, Anatolius the 
General” (in command of the troops) “made an 
offering of a silver casket to hold the Bones of the 
Apostle St. Thomas" in the Edessa church. See 
Modlycott’s India and....Thomas, 1905, pp. 103—4 
It was suspended by a silver chain as he says ou 
p. 102. And the entire skull of St. Thomas (from 
Edessa via Chios Island) is preserved in the Ortona 
St. lhomas church in E. Italy in a silver bust. 

n And even the spurious mummy (not bones) 
of "St. Thomas" in "Dina" ( = Urha, Edessa) in 1122 
■ A. D. (see S. 21, pp. 32—33) was in “a most pre¬ 
cious silver concha, suspended by silver chains 
within a magnificently wrought ciborium”.' See 
in™” vT >he Asiatic Society of Bengal, Vol. XIX, 

* “-• , o. 5, p. 169, 0 f Hosten’s article St. 
lornas and Sin Thome. The “much worn out’* 
iones ( ound in 1523) of the Muslim Saracen non- 
0 1^88 or before were honourably kept in 
a ina coffer , and a fragment is now in a costly 
re iqnary, and the rest of the bones is in the nortb- 

sout oin inside the San Thome cathedral in 
Mylapore. 
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36. St Thomas’s Journeys in India or Par.ma 

As lor the Apostle’s missionary journeys The 

Acts ca. 210, mentions only his voyage from some 
port'to Sandaruk, a king’s capital, and thence again 
to Gundaphar’s capital in iudia (of course up the 
Indus, though not specified m The Acts ) The be 
preached in “the cities and countries m Gunda¬ 
phar’s territory and in (his Viceroy? King Maz¬ 
da! Yrealm (close to Gundaphar s, and to the eas 
. . . v A • rpy. p A r tA It is the above 

of it as implied in 1 he Mis). i _ 

“cities and countries” in Gundaphar s arid -Maz- 
dai’s realms, that are specified some 5 decad o e ® lat ^ 
in The Doctrine of the Apostles, of ca. -b0, a 
“India and all its own countries 
Thomas himself was “Guide and Ruler", a j “ 
ster". See S. 26, supra, p. 44. I think he sojourned 
preached, ministered, and was martyredlandburie,1 

in the above portion of India uuder Gun Jphar 

and (his viceroy?) Mazdai, in 3--33 A. • ( 
than in 29—30—31). . , oul 

Where had he preached before ^ l> ^ 
29 to 32 A. D.? My opinion is that m i - { ^ 

to his own Galilee, and thence r to Jesa g 

“Abgar” his contemporary, w ^ recor aed that 
St. Thomas must have rea • [tej . p ent eco 3 t 

after Jesus' death & was sent to King 

of that year (29 A. V.), . , must have 

Abgar by St. Thomas. H bim jn hi3 

met Addai in EddeS ^’ a, ‘ nd -J neighbourhood- 

.i a. • 
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From that Parthian Edessa St. Thomas n ro 
febly, went down the Tigris to Fars in S V 

YahTf650-fifim 6 M ^u POl ,n an3 ° f Fars - Mar W'o 
latib (fa-50—660), and Mar Thiomothy ( 779 —Rot) 

repndmted the Selencian Partiareh’s authority over 

V ' °, n k he Q Sr ° und that tbe church of Fars wis 
founded by St. Thomas himself, while the Patri 
arch’s was not. See Mingana’s Early Spread 
in India, 1926, pp. 35—36, 31 , 64. P v . 

savs A li tl I Syr r ACtS °f M °rMari, ca. 520, 

centurv) in Th ‘ Dg pr0acbed < in the 
century) in the country of the Huzites viz 

souther ’ n °i th ° f FarS ’ Ma " Vent to the 

Ann tl » 0U ' e f "f' 1 the odour of Thomas, the 
Apostle, vias wafted to him; and there also lie 

detaitd a n S t| at U '"" ber ° f Pe ° Fle t0 the Lold ’ ; >" f > 
to minli f ° 3 , e c °i ,ntrie3 a disciple namedVJob, 

nonh o Pars M ’ m’ t0 the ne "’ Christians 

Addai f .k t Mar m Mari *« the disciple of 

Syic ThfndT" V Thaddaeus - A ddaeus, and in 

and others o E i e 'ssa°by1t S Tl t0 theKin 8 (A bgar) 
sati uuessa oy bt. Ihomas, as Eusehins 

S 55 s.sk- w.tr 

Punjab. “Odour” wt P ^ K r an re ° 10n ,n tbe 

cateLrificuNo 6 g? *? ‘2“' 
ing), Ephesians 5: J J m S 

tourists martyrdom), and 
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Pbilippians 4:18 (gifts sent to St. Paul). The tra¬ 
dition of St. Thomas's “soldiers-spears-mariyrdom 
current in Fars implies the existence of St. Thomas 
Christians in the region from the Guild iphar-Maz 
-dr.i realms in the Punjab to Fars in the west. 

And it was in the days, ca. 520, of the author 
of the above discussed Acts of Mart,~ that the 
European author of Passio Thomas , ca. 500, said, 
“there is there still the see of St. Thomas at Sanda¬ 
ruk”, i. e , the St. Thomas Christians’ bishop s seat. 
Sandaruk was *Alexandria"(Ale-.co»*r-ul-) among 

the Oritae" (west of the river Hab in Baluchistan), 
founded by Alexander the Great on his return from 
"India", the Indus region, in 322 B. C. See pp. - 
and 55 ante. And Cosmas, oa. 525, mentions C r- 
stians probably in the Sandaruk region also, and 
in the White Hun region in N. W. India « ere 
the sixth century (after Cosmas and before bt. 

Gregory, who died in 594) the pilgrim Theodore 
, ,, „j „ of wonderful 

found a monastery and a churcn _ 

magnitude in the region of India w ere 

had rested", i. e- had been buried (m Calamina). 

See p. 37 supra. 

None of the above documents, 
the early centuries from -> tQ jggg, 

even later records of the P^ rl ° k wa9 wr itten 
the year in which Marco Po Thomas’s 

while in prison, expressly °^ ra %utb 
journeys to N. Africa, - » 1 ' g America, 

India, Ceylon, Malacca, Japno, China, 
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Ac. Not even Mar Solomon, ca. 1222 or Bir 
Hebraeus, 1226 86, both West Asian bishops! 
locate St. Thomas in South India as a non-martvr 
or a, martyr of any sort. See pages 12 & ia. 
LOrigen s Parthia for St. Thomas may be regarded 

also as his mistake for “Bhaaratha” given to him 

by Indian visitors as India’s local name. Bharaths 
« Parthia have almost the same sound.] 

37. Additions to Ec. Thomas’s Parthia-India 

Parthia or >udia, or both are St. Thomas’s 
elds Of work mentioned in the earliest documents, 
em«n me Recognitions, Origen's Commentary 
and The Acts of Thomas, all of the third centurv. 

woT™ 6 ^ 3 latt ‘ r ' in ca ’ 260 ' the Edessene 
71 Do ? rtne of the Apostles (see pp. 43-40) 
t Mthat St Thomas was guide, ruler, and 
minister m the above part of India, i. e. of tbe 
Indus region, including “all its own countries", and 

reaionV ^ 1 ^ ° Wn hflnds ° n his P rie8ta in that 
region (where he preached and was maityred). It 

on tbit 0 ^ 1 ' 8248 ir ‘ the c0l!Dtries bordering 

on that of India received “the imposition of 

In those A 36 00 V ' h01 " Ue had laid hls hands. 
In those bordering countries he was not -“guide 

„ S ' could receive his 

itse f ab P ? CSth ?“ d ’ indirecti >% i» =he first century 
dirl ’nn^ his s ° Id i ers -spears-u,artyrdom in Maz- 
Bhaaratha° n **“"*"■• i-e„ of Parthian 
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The Doctrine of ca. 260 and perhaps The Acts, 
ea 210, were written in Eddessa after its king 
Ab»ar IX., A. D. 179—214 became Christian and 
made his religion the chief one in his kingdom. 

“3*b. JhnM b.«=W.„ ~ll ” 

ki u n the author Bardaisan and others in his city, 

including the Christians, Gnostics Bardesan.ue, 
andperpaps Manichaeans too by-bOA. D 
not probable therefore that the Doctrines a thor, 
in ca. 260, misinterpreted the cities and countr e 
in the Gundaphar-Maz.d n portion of N. BEiratha, 
or “all India” already assigned in The A 
Thomas, as all the countries of India p 

Comorin to the Himalayas, or.11 the oounW»oI 
the pseudo-India from Egypt-Elb.opia to tbe Indus. 
See also pp. 44 — 46. 

But in the next century, the fourth Sr John 
Chrysostom, the European orator, sta 
Thomas “travelled almost the whole world > 
ding the (Indian?) Ethiopian , d aud the 

world” included perhaps the Roman ‘ whole 

psendo-Indias aud the In us "^^jjjppolytna 
of the Indian sub-contin • . dg .. p ers i- 

said he “preached to the Parthia He 

ans, Hyrcanians, Bactrians^ ^ ggveral peoples 
was probably givm c a h Thomas in 

included in “Parthia” assigned to bt. 

the third century. 

Later on Germauy ’A° Ut Svriac M8S. 

South America, Ac-are added. - 
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have (one of 1662) Judea, Syria, Armenia, Meso¬ 
potamia, Sultania, Kandahar, Calabor ( = Cabul?), 
Kafirstan, Lesser Guzarat, Tibet;, Bengal, and 
Mylapur; (the other of 1788) Socotra, Me’linde 
Cafraria, Paces ( = Pares, Pars?), and Zarique 
(=Serica, China?) 

South India was added before M. Polo (1-288), 
or before Sulaiman (8-51 A. II.) who mentioned 
Betumah (see p. 40). Brazil was added in 155-2 
(see S. 22, p. 34) by Emmanuel Nobrega. "Germany" 
supra, may be a mistake for Karmania found in 
some liBts of St. Thomas’s fields. Karmania is 
Kerman in E. Persia. 

Fiar Jordanus (1321—27) was told by the 
Christians of the Thana-Sopara region near Bombay 
that St. Thomas himself had preached and built a 
church at Supers, which, after its destruction by 
the Saracens, was replaced by the church then 
standing there. In this the Friar buried the bodies 
of the four European Franciscan preachers mar¬ 
tyred at Thana south of Sopara, in 1321. 

38. How Two St. Thomas Tombs in Mylapore? 

The Portuguese opened in 1521—22, and 1523 

two allegfcd St. Thomas tombs in the eastern part 
o -lylapore, to which part they gave the name San 
Thmne, meaning St. Thomas. See SS. 1—3, pages 

: Pariah-arrow-killed non-martyr Saracen 

homass north-south tomb now inside the San 
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Thome Catholic Cathedral is the one oponea ui 
1523, after the “white St. Thomas' skeleton from 
the other tomb had been sent to Goa in 132- wi.u 
a report. From at latest 1504 the Portuguese 
visitors Barbosa, Diogo Fernandes (151.) aim 
others, and after then) even Goa and Lisbon under¬ 
stood that the north-south tomb half inside and 
half outside the unruined domed room, immediate..? 
east of the ruined, roofless church in Mylapore, 
was that of a non-martyr (a Thomas) from - obu, 
and not that of the martyr St. Thomas come from 
Jerusalem, or Galilee, or Edessa, or bars. See 8. db. 

The Portuguese, therefore, must have been 

sure that it was not their priest-Iwce-mar/yr bt. 
Thomas’s tomb, or that of any other Jew, or Easter 
Christian. The Muslims must have been confirm^ 
in their belief that all evidence was in their fa'our. 
And the Hindus who resorted to the outside, 
them, half of the tomb must hive been co 
that it was not a Hindu’s burial place. 

As the Portuguese were sure tbat tUe "°^ 
martyr’s north-south tomb could not reasonably ^ 
their “priest-lance-wwrfyr g ^ fholJ13S - tomb 
naturally looked for another ■ Hindu 

there. And some Muslim, '•'fc-fg^eifeed, 
probably showed them a tom »^ alao a 

deserted , church as the Ap ^ Chola King 
tomb near that one as th , and the 

converted by him. Thus U - P outsi de who ' 
Muslims, Christians and Hindus iro 
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regarded the'north-south tomb and the redearth 
from the northern half of it as sacred, and mira¬ 
culously efficacious in curing diseases, could save 
their treasured tomb from being tampered with, 
examined, and desecrated by the Portuguese. 

We know that in 1291—2 Friar Nicholas of 
Pistoia, who died in Mylapore, was buried in some 
part of the then unrained church there by Friar 
John of Montecorvino, in about Marco Polo’s days 
there,^92-jS^ Others too must have been buried 
in itj^espeoiarty^Armenians, Persians and other 
foreigners. Two of those tombs could be 
pointed out to the inquisitive foreign Feringhis as 
the tombs of St. Thomas their priest-lance-martyr, 
and of his convert the Chola King. 

The Portuguese, as ordered by the Goa Bishop 
and the Kiug of Portugal, opened in 1521-2 both 
the tombs, and found in them the “white skeleton 
of St. Thomas”, the white -Tew, and tbe “black 
skeleton of tbe black king. In 1522 they sent the 
white one to Goa with a report, as stated on p. 32 
in No. 2.^skeleton is still there, though per- 
hapsignoc^QnmvrTike its tomb in some portion 
ofj^the presenTSoD Thome Cathedral in Mylapore. 
I he report of 1522 has not yet been published. 
It may be in the Goa or Lisbon archives even now. 

Diogo s report of 1543 on his excavation, in 
1523, of the other tomb there, the non-martyr’s 
nort -soul tomb in the easternmost portion of the 
nave of the above said Cathedral itself, was 
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published in 1930. And the “much wor cuT’ ski? 
bones and other bones found in it in l v 2o are tuci 
in the tomb itself, except small fraguieu.-^ m • 
alleged “St. Thomas”reliquary in the Cathedra., atr- 
elsewhere. See p. 16, para 1, end, *fc p. 15, . 

Goa and Lisbon and the Portuguese missiona¬ 
ries in South India were-sure that the bones of real 
St. Thomas, either the whole of them, or the major 
portion, had been taken away to Ele»»a cnuur.es 
before. So their test was to find out what Lie al.eg 
Mylapore tombs had in them. In the o..( °f lf ^ 
first the excavators found the ent.re skeleton, in e 
other too all the bones from head to foot were foun 
undisturbed, though “much loom out". Their conc.u- 
sion therefore must have been tha neither 
tombs or skeletons was that of tbe.r pnest-laoce- 

S-. Tbo»», «h. Apo« . • £ 

“strobg disparagement of lb‘L ^ . 

The Bishop’s doubt of 1729 (p. 4) was reasonable. 

And Rome’s reply to him, not 
he to the effect that a 

bones were in Ortona from 1258 tb skal 
and tbe rest of the -keleton 'f^m ^ 

-martyr’s tomb were no - g Qut j ) j n <ji a to 
Rome nor. Goa could dare l ° Mflrt yr of 1238 to 
transform that Pariah-arrow- or centur i e s 

1517 and of some « recor ?f,.St- s word martyr, 
before 1288, into Europe s V 
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or priest-lance-martyr, or soldiers-arrows-martyr”, 
of Pamo Thomae, or De Miraculis, or'the Roman 
Breviary, respectively. It is not known who, 
after 1517, changed the non-tnartyr into the present 
priest-lance-martyr of South Indian Christians 
See p. 6, & S. 10, pp 12- lb. 

39. How was St Thomas Located in Mylapore? 

(a). Many St. Thomas Christians put the ques¬ 
tion, If St. Thomas had not actually come to Cran- 
ganore in 62 A. ID., and been buried in Mylapore in 
68 A. D., how could the S. Indian tradition arise?’ 

There are many such other problems also to be 
' solved - tf° r instance, how was St. Thomas located 
in Brazil Germany, Tibet, Malacca, Japan. China, 
&c. (see S. 37, p. 84)? How have his footprints, 
knee-marks, finger-marks, mummies (see pp. 32-3), 
three skeletons, more than half-a-dozen tombs, Ac. 
been found in Asia? How was he a Pariah-arrow- 
-non-martyr from before 1288 to 1517, and how was 
” e after 1517 deliberately made another sort of non¬ 
martyr, and several sorts of martyrs to boot? 

H ° w ™ ere the seven dates (A. D. 50, 51, Ac.) 
o: his landing fi rat in Squth India, and the 10 or 
1 u.es ,or his death (as non-martyr or martyr) 
-febrmmed in South India after 1500 A. D.? (See. 

V:is Us made to land first in Maalya- 

^ ~ or Mylapore, diversely? 

"in irni A ri ,', , ir;lpan Song’ about him composed 
n 1C01 A. IX as quite reliable, and then tampered 


with in. 1952? See pp. 35, 30. How has elephan¬ 
tiasis in Cochin (p. 36) been connected with St. 
Thomas? 

How, again, has Jesus Christ been found so¬ 
journing in North India and the South of England. 
How has his sepulchre been found in Kashmir? 

(See Dp. 46—7). 

Again, how did the Ceylon tradition arise that 
on “Adam’s Peak” there, “is the sepulchre of Ad , ’ 
oar first parent", as Marco Polo has recorded 
his Yol. II, 1903, p. 316)? How has another tom 
of the same Adam been located m Arabia How 
were the Pandavas, Sri Rama, Parasu f 1 ’ Jina 
other Hindu heroes, and How have 

located in several places “ S-W\ 1 ^ u(idha - 8 birth- 
Burma & Siam located m them -Rnddha's. 

•ptaU HO. ta. Ceylon '““ i ““ *a®'"™ 

Adam’s and St. Thomas s fo P Europeans 

“Indians” found in America by the hr»t cur P 

who reached it? . 

n St Thomas Christians 
The answer to the • Bec tion is, on 

question noted at the beginning f 0 n 0 wing. The 
the basis of known documents the fo^lowmg ^ 
“Pariah-arrow-killed non-m. ^is preaching 

from Nubia" to Mylapore, an ^ was buried 

there, happened to die as a’ re p e atedl’J to 
there. These facts were adjmtte tiil 151? by the 
Marco Polo, Marignolh, and the Mus iims 

Christians of those centuries, Saracens 

affirmed, that “he was one of thei 
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and a great prophet,- giving him the title of At-a. 
nan, which is as much as to say Holy Man" { M 
Polo has recorded) That non-martyr Thomas from 
Nubia could not really be the martyr St. Thomas, 
the Apostle. But, the Christians of some year before 
Polo’s days, 1288—93, mistook him for the Apostle 
8 t. Thomas, because they did not know or ignored 
the fact that St. Thomas who had come “to India'' 
was a regular martyr. And after 1517, when they 
realized this fact, they readily transformed that 
non-martyr into several sorts of martyrs, and after 
1 10 have jweferred their present “priest-lance- 
-martyr’'. 

Dr. Milne Bae, of Madras Christian College, 
who in his book The Syrian Church in India, 1892, 
disallowed South India’s claim to either, the non- 
-martyr or martyr St. Thomas, answered the above 
question on the basis of two facts from which South 
Indian Christians reasoned fallaciously, or “wove 
this fictitious story of their origin”, as Rae says. 
Ilia facts are ( 1 ) “the belief of the Church” (of IV. 
Asia) "from the earliest times that St. Thomas was 
the Apostle of the Indians*, and ( 2 ) they were 
Christians of St. Thomas’’. The ratiocination 
from these was in this fashion:- ‘St-Thomas was 
the Apostle of the Indians; we are Indians. There¬ 
fore he was our Apostle. And there is in Mylapore 
(from before 1288) our St. Thomas tomb also (though 
it is that of a Pariah-arrow-non-martyr Thomas. 
There were n 0 American Indians then). Besides 
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we have also the appellation “St. Thomas* Christ¬ 
ians since the very firsTcentury {though it is not 

found recorded before the 14th century). 

The portions in brackets supra are my additions. 
R is not likely that South Indian Christians of 
eveu the 11 th century realized even the first a o- 
malv or ( 3 ) considered the north-south orientation 
3 tolomb .. contrary to tbn.of =« 

tombs of those days, or (4) were aware that Iho 

mas" was used by Muslims too as a name or 
fc-arnaine. 

(b) Another question of the St. Thomas 
Christians is, ‘If his tomb is not *“ 
where else is it?’ No one can say where > « 

in India, or Partbia, or informer Times 

mean that it was not in Mylapore 

elsewhere. But did even one off y T £ re 
tombs exist there be ore tfa besiaeB , the earliest 
is no evidence for lt ' , hat of a non -martyr 
known Mylapore tomb though « mno b 

Thomas; and in *5^3 wards, were found 

worn out” from the sku ^ ^ of the martyr 

in it. So that tomb ca is there that the other 

St. Thomas. What evident, >1521—2, and 

Mylapore tomb, the one op 0 oa j n 1522 are 
the full skeleton from .t sent to Goa^ ^ ^ 

really St. Thomass “ , f South India? Is 

four alleged St. Thomas tombs 
any of them really his. 



— 94 — 


(1) J° d Wby did South India, after 1517,’commit 

ISM to Ml? thB Thoma o 

1517 iuto the present martyr St. Thorn',, 

in the'Ka 56 Sin , of , 1 cban g in & in 1952, three details’ 

in fhat STt TH Hable " So ” 9 iDt ° three «*£ 

.^. fM d i0S 4xr8::*^" ,b! 

40. For and Against South India 
since Bp. Medlyoott.fSee also S. 17) 

Researched in'AsKh' ? U ° ha “ an in his Christian 

as good authoritv f P ' 134 ’ said ' “ We have 

Thomas died in lnd a” S E ^ Ap ° StIe 

Apostle Peter died t zofj’ aTL f 

p. 178) said- “It R' dla (Indian Journal , HI, 
Thomas was l 7 be „? S readily believed that St. 
was beheaded iSw^ 
Thomas Christians in" iay 5^ l 8t 

readily believed thnir „ ” 7 ’ lb ° 0, Would be have 
readily questioned'^? aceount, or 

in /ndJTVso J \ H ° Ush ’ in bis Christianity 
of the Apostles of o r** f " ot liable ‘bat anv 

voyage... P to In I 6Ulbarked 00 a 
Rae in bis’^KkS ^ South, And Prof, 
in Afghanistan,“where Ki’n-Gn T^ St ‘ Thomas 

uere Aing Goudophares reigned". 
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(Mo, he reigned from TaXila ami Sirkap, both in 
the'Punjab, though some part of Afghanistan also 
wa 3 under him). W.H. Philipps (1903—4), Richard 
Oirbe (1914), & Fr. Thurston, Catholic, disallowed 
South India'B claim. 

(1). In 1905, Catholic researcher, Bishop Dr. 
Medlycott, of Tricbur, S. W. India, in bis India 
and.--Thomas, 1905, located the Apostle in N.W. 
India first. And “after '.he demise of the Blessed 
Virgin Mary" (to see whose dead body he went 
away from N. W. India) he returned to South 
India via Ethiopia, and Socotra, two other fields of 
work assigned to him by Dr.Medlycott (2). Another 
Catholic author Dr. L.M. Zaleski in his The Apostle 
Thomas in South India, 1911, agreed with Dr. 
Medlycott in locating St. Thomas m South India. 
Bp. Zaleski relied upon the spurious RampanSong 
“of 1601” (published in 1916), while Dr. Med yeott 
was unaware of its existence, or of its alleged 
original of 72-73 A. D. (See S. 19, PP- 29-31 ). 

1916 and 1924 Rev. Fr. Bernard, a St. Thomas 
Catholic who believed the above Song, located the 
Apostle in S. India as a “pnest-lance-martyr 
not as his ancestors’ non-martyr of 1288 to 1517. 

(3) In 1927 the non-Catbolic Dr. S Ar<J w ba ^’ 

hi!; AJ Apo.thn.™ » *•£ 

Chester, 1927, said (on p. „ ~ Thomas’s 

“We cannot prove that the story ^ 

visit to N. w. and South India, U h . • 
on p. 32 he added: “Thirty years ago (m r 
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' Rae’a days, supra, oa. 189-2) "the balance of proba¬ 
bility stood absolutely' against the story of the 
Apostolate of Thomas in India: We suggest that 
today- the balance is on the side of historicity"—even 
in tbe case of South India, and “priest-lance-mar- 
tyrdom", and not nore-martyrdom. 

This support for South India is based on his- 
wrong notion that "three tales about Thomas arose 
in the middle of the first century, one in Alexandria, 
another in the Punjab, a third in South India”. He 
is wrong because as a matter of fact no document 
tells ua what the South Indian account of St. Tho¬ 
mas was “in the middle of the first oentury”, nor 
even in the centuries before Bar-Hebraeus (1226-86) 
and Marco Polo (1293), See SS. 10 and 1. He 
assumed groundlessly that the present S. Indian 
story of the “priest-lance-martyr” Thomas with the 
dates A. D, 52 and 72, had been current in S. W. 
° r India since the middle of the first century. 
And he ignored the Pariah-arrow-non-martyrdom 
^“ UDt °" rre " t in S - Indi a from at latest 1288 to 
b ' S Sl ‘ ce of s - India's St. Thomas 
story finds no place at all in his booklet. 

• .. 1923 °L S0 on the occasion of Dr. Farquhar's 

that he^ad f lvaildru “. Travancore, I suggested 

izt't n' pm :: a — 01 

s‘-‘aims to ot. ihomas thenon-mar- 

evidencefTtr’ , te ‘ Hng him that I had found no 
-martvr Thn^‘ e T *° ° Ur preseDt priest-lar.ee- 
as. The results of his study are in 
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bis two booklets St. Thomas in North India and 
South India, Manchester 1926 am 19- • £ 

and duly 

respectively. In the ^Thomls 

19*27 a controversy on boutn ina 
, . , -n_ p t Thomas and raysetfi both 

i m Thlas” Christians. In The 
of London since 1923 there were my articles 
°against our claim, and Dr. P. J. Thomas appeared 
in that magazine too with his arguments in favour 

of the claim. 

And since 1927 almost all articles and books 
on South India’s martyr St. Thom *• ^obirt 

68, or 721) have been quo mgDr^arquhar ^ ^ 

elusion in his booklet <.of- 7 him are quoted 

authors who agree or disagree with him q 

below. pv Keavinhis The Syrian 

( 4) '{”3 9 fJ V s Y C “ Madras, 1938 (and 
Church m India, S. P. ^ )foUowed Dr . Farquhar. 

in its recent reprint of l931 ' h teriseB the Pariah- 

But, unlike him.Bev. Keay c ^ ti „ l5l7 a s 

■arrow-non-martyrdom acc knows that 

"Silly” (p. 13 o' ° Z non-martyrdom 

the Apostle was a martyr, But if lt 

narrative will appear ““ r ’ Thomas from Nubia, 
really appertains to a S 

it cannot be silly. -poster Birmingham, 

IS). I. ■»; “ ■ s - p - °' ^ 

in The Church of the 1 aag v 
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1938, p. 35, styles S. W. India’s Christians “the 
so-called Thomas Christians' of the Malabar coast- 
He regards them as. a 'considerable fragment” of 
tbe ^® sfconan church. The appellation “St. Tho- 
tna S Christians is, we know, not found applied to 
hem before the 14th century. Before that they 
were termed Nestorians or Nasranis. He says on 
p. 24 that the significance of Nestorianism lies 
rither in its freedom from connection with the 
Kotnan Empire than in any marked difference of 
„ ' . D P-.X also he says: ‘The significance of 

bM «?-*-» - 
ThncSf • « 03 m r ’ S V ‘ Sifc t0 “ e ' n 1938 0r 80 ^ 

Thuckalai, S Travancore, was the occasion for our 
discussion of South India’s St. Thomases with 
three venerated skeletons. Only two of them, the 
non-martyr of ante 1288 to 1517 and the martyr 

lufZTll t Pl 3 T%4 m f ’ ^ ethea “ 

Th ‘ „„ o l }’ PP 32 ~ 34 for some other St. 

4 , F ° Ster Was ’ while in Kottayam 

some days later, shown also by a friend the Palli- 

H „r^ ' Ctte (3ee P ‘ 48 and OP-) in the 

Hindu Officer s custody (p. 49), 

Uc^aifUiS Bio'!/'' \° aiS M ‘ Shouriah - a Catho- 
”, ,,‘ 3 Blood on tie Mount (41 pages) that 


i 
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; 7 _ 8 ). The Bangalore Bishop lit. Rev. P. 

Thomas’s Foreword mentions “the antiquity and 
strength of the tradition in Malabar, where there 
has been a large Christian community from the 
firs-- century*’. But the -Malabar tradition about 
its present “priest-lance-martyr' is not anterior to 
1517; and there is no evidence for the existence of 
Christians or heretics in Malabar before Pall.vana- 
var. (See SS. 26, 27, pp. 42-51). On page 41 

Fr. Shouriah says of St. Thomas’s bones thit part 
of his remains lie to this day’ in “^eTom ofth 

Apostle" in the Mylapore Catholic oatbedral. F 
the skull-bones &c. of 1523, see p- 14 ante. Some 
part of those bones was given to St. Xavi< *> a J 
some other part or parts were probably appropriated 
bothers after 1523 , and before deposition again in 
1 t “b wL lb... Tburuthoor’s 

(P-15)1 „ . . ., 

(7). In 1923. the of,quotedVincentSmith-,d 

(Oxford History of India 

sonal impression, form J martyrd om* 

of the evidence is that the I jg the better 

(of the Apostle) “m Souther J the Saint’s death”, 
supported of the two ve a the fact tbat South 

But he ought to ha% T e , pea red in documents 

India’s martyr St. Tnom " £ g p a riah-arroW- 

only after 1517, to ous i P con sider it later on. 

-non-martyr! ( 1 «*. 

For in 1924 in bis Earl ^ B J c Zblt tbe Cbriswm 
p. 150) he said “lam nows , ancient 

Church of Southern India is 
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3 : ns faeaS*j h\- Si. T*- 
eras*’', — Y^v. inw*»a v * \~‘ w 455 

^ 11 he fcs:n,';v. ^ v ' v 

•*» «- ^w. ,rr^v- v 

K3 Pantsa J, s, M , n 

Pira -i - ’ 5 A R =**> r <\ 


of Joh « 1 
re^rdia- a ' ’ •** >ps * a * n®n«*>njmU*i ,-u;. : • = • 
^ I w'- a ^ aonofSu TheWia South ii- =".' 

^che&TUi^Kft ° f . Ciristia ™ t !' •'« /«■«•>. 

Of bis Earl* w / ft ? th0 P«N«V«io« in >;=;.-. 
Ea<i 1 ' V pt ?*? * ' ,a c <ntral .-!?><> .(• !} f j>, 

«. ^oj-^jSKtrsT 

ar ° iM «'« 


XSS, t,JS“ s ™*•.* 

tbat year, but publish,.,! ITrnif ff. ,, T‘ ! l " i ”'" Hl 
1935) in hvonrnf <3„ « , }?, (l ' ,t, ' r ,lls ‘Will in 

8 b.Thoma.Tioi?. 1 ,th J ,,, 1 ,a f!> ri ^ l «noe.m.,rtu 
Cathedral, in M vlattT\*T ’ ‘V’ 10 Sa " Tl «>""' 
He identified St T . Du ‘ ? S '>'■ M>- 13 -If. 
P° p e (on hi. pp . 30 2 , 305-li ' V, ' UUa " it, ‘ 

between^™ mTh"’ ^ 80,UO 00rrC8 l'0ndoiH'(. 
gave him in the cou^Tf -<U 

meagre evidence of n i ° Ur cot * vorBtl -tion tny 
nee of those days a? a.W South India's 


^j N Avu\ &r.OT I\; WiV.' t, K r \ -W^ 

ta' O" V; 

|wKom. 1 s;'t)Y’ : «v. v :■,? t' >V\y h-vr 

Sa S,v.\U'' "Mb FocSh t;« v.i .'■•» oi <?>* 
S3. Thom** Woni 'vi UV'l \ 5' . »o.i »* 

reievoot MaUvaHui «l.v.isvr> Vide Fv v> M'\ 
refow.uv* tv> (ho;n \n h.'.'k ,M uvr.tvt'vvl 
above, 

Fr, H.Mdon tamt l'i Fit'jnh u iud V'v !h‘>- 
u:mv»*iMV»hly behoved th >t Sony 'Vf tiA't " th.'iyh 
its date, gesvmnenew.. and anlheutn.tv. *"d the 
evisteiiee v'f th.v OlV'Ona! aonlVe (the sttv'v'n'vt Ft 

Thomas fiivvmtf'lj, of f'J 1.1 A IV av'C |'j' VA* 31) 
vd it ha\n' n-'t yv’t Iwn |‘ivi\v'ii. ''vHt'v* to 1 n. t)n* 
yoAV o( tin 1 pnhliy-Utv'it In 1 li<'V, h 1 ttyHtfthl 

of St 'riioutna. O’llhi'lii’. V'l TlKtttthatlV, ! Itltt ' 1 
thv'iu;h pri\‘n.te lottery :nnt avtiv'h'. fit I ’’ 1 atid 
jv'uriml" iinUns f»r ovivli'n 't* f>-» the NottttV d"t«>. 
gonuim'itoHi, v(n’. and for tht> t'AiatnnOtMtf )!'*' allwihHt 
St.Tli.mma lJu. 4 r-. 1 O 1 v of Id M A. I*. »nvwhm>. 
at any time. Woo S. 19. |'|' 99 •’!, 


41. Boulh lullin'* Supporter*. In »iol Wl 

In I9VJ "Hi. TIi.u.i»«” OlnUthin* ftlnl ntlmt 
OhrUliiui* in Imlm ool.-ln'ilod Mn* H'tll wiitrlmfy 

of tin. itUrifftt l iodinit Ml.. ... Mu-lr plinO- 

■ln.H.o-mnrly. of affiu l»U. In iJnnt|*«*«'W., H, \\. 

India. Many I . . l-ioohuro* and nfHolw> »‘V 

Cbriatinn*. have hoon i.nhU.lodln ."(fH of Id 
doming to iVoMfA India. And a Hindu M N, 4/1) 
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published a book against it. A few of the above 
remarte 13 StatemeDtS are ^ uoted below, with my 

Thom2’rb lD l 951 ' Mr ‘ K N- Daniel ’ of the Mar 
T h ? ma Cburch ; ° ave on P. 12 of his The South 
Indian Apostolale of St. Thomas, Aug. 1951 (34 

pages) published by the Church History Association, 
Serampore, W. Bengal, the following “almost un- 

ZZSZffSr ^- arding tha SouttJndmn 

otb^tr^ifnr^rxr^ 6 

'Sonfonfim a -! a,,kara ’’ (mentioned in th - Various 

He then n n T7 and “ nTOrtfld Brahmans. 

worSlt°Th dt0 --V, the S6VeQ centresof the 
work of bt. Thomas in Malabar. At loci h„ 

TiSZb. <, toS b 

* “ lust b ? noted that he does not dare to mvo 

arrow or arrows & e :* *”V J■ ^ Ia " Ce > 0r 
See my pp . jg.g.j N ... ° D ' bn dian documents. 

that the above tradition nf ufk° 6 ! Mr ' DanieI assert 
man’s" stab ° f the Coromandel Brah- 

in South India” or eve/Tn'the^T 7? •“ V ° gU0 

Africa before 1517 An r ^r r68t ° f Asia or ln 
• In fact the murdering 
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■priest* of a sun temple is a Ecrr-aar 
not recorded before ea. 500 A. P be: 
of this my book. 


In eh. 2, on pp. 15—IS. Mr. Ps :e s*; w> sa*£ 
the traditions about South l si; a* ».cr«~ S- 
Thomas (cf after 151?) current in tie sever*, 
ions of the Church of Malabar, and is f Ot»rr.!u> 
of Chaldea, Coromandel and Socotra 'XsWi vitJ.' 
and "support* one another (p. Si’- And ir ms 
Foreword Rt. Rev. Bp. Noel of O.V-S* Nsgjwr. 
Ranchi, N. India, President of the above OtMffoh 
History Association, says: “not the vs.ini.hjs 

chapter of Mr. Daniel s hook is thst’ioh 'it arhvh 
he seeks to vindicate the claims of Sectheem In&fc'- 


But South Indian Christians' rfa-ls* till 3*-« 
was to the Pariah arrow-killed * 0 *martyr fSKBs 
Nubia, and not to the “Brahman-stabbed* martyr 
St. Thomas from W. Asia. On p 21 he t-or;: 
Marco Polo the Christian and MttsSat 
the above non-martyr, but omits the Chtstians 
account of the no»-martvrvior». W s* that '* / *- 
-martyr of Polo’s days (MSS—S3* sod eves cs' *h» 
later centuries down to 151. the same ** 7^5^ 
India’s “Brahman-stabhed* martyr of aftsr IM- 
Why was the former changed into the laws*- Kr - 
Daniel does not give aDy answer. 

(2). In 1952 the Most Rev. Juhanon Mar 
Thoma Metropolitan, non-Catbohc '1 biruvMa, 
Travancore, in bis booklet CW--W 

pages), 1952, said: “Tbe Malankara Mar Tboma 
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Syrian Church (is) believed to be founded by St.. 
Thomas, - and called by that name” - - This 
‘affirmation * of the Mar Thorna Church’s “faith" 
is one of the four “declared to be unalterable” in 
“the constitution of the Mar Thorna Church”. See 
p. 47 of the booklet. 

On pp. 1—2 His Grace the Metropolitan says 
St. Thomas “is believed to have landed at Cranga- 
nore....in the year A. D. 52. In true Apostolic 
tradition he is said to have preached first to the 

Jews....in and around Cochin”,-. “Accordin'* 

to another story the Apostle” (no, a non-martyr) 
“met with an accidental death, by the arrow of a 
fowler. His body"(no, the non-martyr’s body) "was 
buried in Mylapore; and later in the second century” 
(?), “the bones were carried off to Edessa". But 
in the 16th century “bones were found inside a tomb” 
(p. 2), pointed out by a Muslim as of “St. Thomas" 
See p. 14 supra. 

Do not (1) the above reore-martyrdom, and (2) 
the existence of the bones in the tomb in the 16th 
century, long after the admitted translation of the 
Apostle’s hones to Edessa (in 232-3 or later), militate 
against the Mar Thorna Church’s “unalterable 
affirmation ’? Is its tradition, therefore, “true Apo¬ 
stolic tradition”? Its form before the 13th century 
is not found in any document. Was it then about 
the non-martyr or the martyr? 

c „ ® vi J ente is th » a against Sonth India, and if 
South Indian Christians sinned in deliberately 
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ebanffing the non-martyr into their present martyr, 
should °the Mar Thorna Syrian Church delete 
from its constitution the above affirmation about 
its belief in the founding of that church by the 
• Apostle and martyr St. Thomas? See pp. 24-_b, 
S. 17, for Catholics’ and non-Catholics’ conclusions 
against South India. Malaukara (p. 103 end) is 
S W. India; and not Malyankara Island (p. 102, 
para 2, & p. BO, para 2). They are not related. 
(Mar Thoma=St., Bishop, or Lord Thomas). 


(3) . In 1952, Rev. Stanley Thoburn, non- 
Catholic, in his English farce on India’s St Tho¬ 
mas (Malayalam translation, 1952) refrained com 
assigning any ‘palace-building’ sin to the . pos e 
(Act 3, Scene 5). Butin scene 8 ke has accepted 
the dates A. D. 52 and 72 (not 68 of the Mylapore 
inscription of 1896); and in scene 10 the Eu, J e f" 

documents’ 'priest-lance'-martyrdom adopted by 

South India after 1517 only. 

(4) . In August 1952, S ; N ' 

Catholic, of Palda, Indore, in bis book f 'JJ Aj)0 . 

the Apostle of India (100 pages) r0 ® , g.i 

stleto Muziris (p. 66, * 

A. D. (p. 54), and described him^a^r ^ 

by a “priest of the temp n A D.', 

;* if W 

and honed In his supP r ;»h-arr 0 w- 


Marco Polo’s j J ^nlateTw] 
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false report” (p. 78). No, it is earlier than lbe 
priest-lance account of after 1617. Did the PI , 

of beta ;M17 gi „ K Po r 0 „? a d c » 

visitors a false report? How could priest-lance 
martyrdom be proved to be a true report’ 

filled with earth were found in a sepulchre (of St 
homas), and the remains were “deposited in Goa"' 
He does not mention the “much worn out” elmV 

a^^ai^tt^bS 

s r™,-rssv?:r 

sstts* k- »«ho.d“i,s 

skeleton in Goa, found in 1521-22 

' Tb oLl cSbS*• W . St 
Oetpikap St. Tbotms Certni 0 ^' J D ^' a artlc,e 111 
y m, 1952 (see S 451 G ary So “™'>, Kotta- 

ti%; (in the days o/S M P - in former 

it light not have bLn ^ !T ’ and otbers > 

(in the Catholic Cathedraf Mvl^TT^ S ° day 
gardfeasthefpriestlneeS * P °/ B) that was re * 

was p^ible tha P t the bones^fo,f—■!? SJ a “ d 
\ o es mund inside (when/) 
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happened to be understood. aB the Apostles. (1 
translate, with my remarks in brackets, the Uala- 
yalam sentences given on pp. 28-29 of Mr. C. Kri¬ 
shna Kurup's booklet. See S. 45 ) 

So Fr. Placid supposes .that the present Cathe¬ 
dral tomb is really the Apostle’s. But how were 
skull-bone- found in it in 1523, wbile # at the same 
moment the entire skull of the Apostle, certified as 
such in 1566, was in Ortona? What sort of martyr 
Thomas was in the present tomb before, say, 15t)U 
A. D.? Which document prior to 1500 says that 
the present tomb’s Thomas was a SoufA-Indian- 
.“Empran"- killed martyr? No record says so. 

Where, in or near Mylapore, is now the non¬ 
martyr Nubian Thomas’s tomb fenera e y 

ians and Muslims and Hindus in the ays o 
(1288-93), Marignolli, (1348) Barbosa (ca.^ 
and Diogo (15)7)? It is not the o ® r ^ - n 1522 . 
contained the 'white skeleton sen outside 

The pilgrims did not resort to t a 
St. Thomas’s domed house. ee PP - 

(6). In Aug. 1952, Rev. Fr. Herman^ ^ ^ 
of St. Thomas Mount, said on F- „ No one bas 
steps of St. Thomas (IP- P a °’’ ani j ;t s tradition 

ever proved that this Chris l century after 

have ah origin later t ' ian has ever proved 

iSUSS^aSSJ^ 
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C8 A. D° or? nf first . centur y in 50 to 72, or 52 to 
(47—gj ante) 1 T Pen0<3 b( - fore Pallivanavar (pp. 

hedntv nf i ' 7 r0Te a “ the above Points L 

ttie duty of those who affirm them. See S 26. 

,, ° n p ' 29 the author says that “There is no 
other country in India that claims to have had St 
Thomas as t he founder of its church save Malabar”' 
■cut he has not established that even Hie \r Q i i ’ 

ota.rcb claimed th , “ «*'»- 

Brazil" Ger ' rh ° mas 83 its f °™der. Even 

Thomas LeTth aPaD ’ Parthia ’ &c ‘ claimed St. 

22 and 37. ^ their cIaim ‘ See S «- 

Thaliath a pP' 52 ,’ PapaI Chevalier, Joseph 

anath, Retired Chief Justice of the Hmh Court 

£S*ftMari5gw 

Centenary Spectl, ErnakuTam, C^chfnf^ 

He adds (on the same pane) that “Th™, i 
have spent some tim» „„ H a . 1 hose who 

South India" (Malabar is • , In Malabar and 

- the question on the spot hi ^, India) <,and studicd 
Apostle’s mission i„ th hardly ever doubted the 
Marignolli Barbosa tbe3a pa ^”- Marco Polo, 
Caspar Cwrea too, T 5 16 aT' Ferna . ad f (and 
Malabar or other parts o! 8^^1293 


to 151.7) and studied the 

what they heard from the South InduH Asian 

Muslims and Hindus was no. about t ^ ^ 

Jew, the pnest-lance-martyr St. Tho- 

1517, but about the Pariah-arrow-rion-mJ^ ^ 
mas from Nubia. Were not ° se . pr r elinionists 
the Christians, our ancestors, and othe ° martyr 
in South India convinced about that ^ 

Thomas’s “mission in these parts Why a ^ 
later ancestors give him up, and a p 
dug present martyr St. Thomas. 

IE we lived in that pre-Portuguese , poo ^ 
we “ever doubt’ that Nubian non mo. Muslim 
mission to Mylapore? (In fact he was ^ 

Thomas from Nubia. See S. 24). 

a Tv Fan iik 
Chevalier Joseph quotes ar . ar ^. g g urv ey °f 
kar’ 8 , a Hindu’s, opinion given i “though no 
Indian History, 1947, thus or ’,'Ministry of St- 
definite proof exists regarding „_ ns ;der»b!e anti- 
Thomas, the tradition is of very Since we 

quity, and cannot be discoun e ava tion» t a 
know now from the Arikamedu 
the Graeco-Roman world was bility of th 

nication with South India, the P^ y iacr eased . 
tradition being true h«’ * tyr tradition- 

He means the pnest-H n , bte antiquity, 

But this is very 

being subseqoen ° tyr from Nu >»• fa j n dia 

was about the "“^ly come to So 
Apostle Thomas coni 
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and even to Fare, Baluchistan, Condophw- 
Incus region, Japan, Malacca, or China of W? 
as alleged (see 88. 22 & 37 sunral \r f 
Thom, Nubia could „„ .ell L^h 
rV ” ‘ h “ r -'""' 1 !»•.«.» 650 and Sma-'S’ 

s. J., (8 a “St D Thom 5 - ^ V - Fr - A - C - Penimalil, 
published hi’s 7’/ie n X)o.5«e th0!,0 7°!;- TraTanCOre ’ 

=gaeai.^Sr 

preached in our L 1 h T DeS that St Thonm 
this India Bat ott," in Parthia °«tside 
that he preached ST’?® k “ aw > areof the opinion 
via. N. wSl o f h 6 e s a f lan P ° rti0n of 
he locates the Apostle in ZuTl^, alone “ ^ ® 

Ho is not sure whether cn m, 
martyr oi not. On u >17 r , St ' Tbomas was » 
that “the South llr ”• footnote 181, he admits 

Mariguolli S Barb * “ £*«?**** b J Polo, 

accidental death bv the i° WS that he met with aQ 
There is not enough ^e'videmae't ar j 0W . <* a tenter, 
the other” But wn nce to decide one way or 
South Indian Christia^ 3 f re °°S Dis ® the fact that 
1517, stood alone in thk » ° Peri ° d from 128810 
6 10 thls against the rest of 
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the.Christian Church, Eastern and Western. And 
after 1517 their descendants did make him a martyr. 

Since all documents of the Christian world, 
from The Acta of Thomas downw i rds, except South 
India’s account of the above period, testify that St. 
Thomas was a martyr, the legitimate conclusion is 
that the non-martyr Thomas of South India was 
not the martyr St. Thomas. But Fr. Perumalil i 3 
not sure that the Apostle was a non-martyr or 
martyr!! 

In footnote 188 on pp. 62-63, and on p. 65 the 
author records his conclusion that “the main portion 
of the body” (the bones) “of St. Thomas was ^tran¬ 
slated to Edessa before the 4th century A. D. His 
p. 57 has “most of tbem-tbe holy remains”, removed 
to Edessa, And on p. 62 be admits that “some 
boues of the skull (cabeca)” and other bones were 
in 1523 found by Diogo in the present St. Thomas 
tomb in the Cathedral of Mylapore. 

But we know from the Ortona Bishop’s and 
others’ “Deed of Verification” of 1566 (see ante, ?. 
14) that the St. Thomas skull at Ortona translated 
from (somewhere in) India via Edessa and Chios 
Island is entire, with ‘-no part found missing . 
So no skull bones of the Apostle can possibly be 
found elsewhere. Whose then are some ones o 
the skull (cabeca)" found in 1523 in the y apore 
Cathedral tomb? They cannot be the Apostle s. 
Fr. Perumalil cannot contend that those skull bones 
of 1523 were sent to Ortona to make the St. lhomas - 
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skQll there entire, with “no -part missing” (The 
above attestation of 1566 is not mentioned in F 
Peramahl’s book. Why?). 

in 15W° S Th re v the h °w eS ’ “ mUCh *’° rn out ”> f0ul,(1 
m 152d. They are the non-martyr Thomas’s, and 

ot of the martyr St. Thomas. This is the lemti 

mate conclusion. See S. 24, pp. 3&-40. ° 

„„„ Fr 'Pefumalil says on p. 57,-“No one can 
accuse her (-‘Mother India”) “of forging do J 
ments to prove the apostolic origin of her Christia- 
ty * about Tra vancore’s alleged St Tho- 

maB Chantam” by his own Travancore disciple, 
and about its alleged summary the St. Thomas 
Song of 1601 A. D.” See pp. 29-31, S. 19 ante. 

that ?" 5 h h footnote 17S - Pr - ferumalilshows 
Bee nf?h 5 . C °“ plete co P’ es of^&7non’s 

have -u.tre r °il n to tlle 18th century, 

have Mahluph as the burial place of St. Thomas. 

rhat means only that in the above centuries from 

there h°' V 7 a f u Asian copyists and others 

7j-7 i d i°.c.- he 7 y ap0r " < Mahlu ph) tomb of (the 

of it eve 7 7 T h0mas " Wpst Asia could bear 

Of t even iong before 1476. Even Mar Solomon 

“ 22 , before M - p olo, could perhaps hear of it. 

But could the Bp. believe that the MvlaDore 

says in hisT lly - thrifc ° f ^ maTlyr St ' Thomas? He 
says in his previous sentence that “the King of the 

a martyr, because “he baptised the daughter of 
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the king”. Bisjiop Bar Hebraeus (1216-86) of W. 
Asia did not specify Mylapore, or South Iudiu, or 
non-martyrdom. See p. 21, No. 13, and S. 10. Bp. 
Jesu-yab, W. Asian (ordained in 1190), Solomon's 
contemporary, located the tomb vaguely “iu India", 
a? in the Oxford copy (1584 A. D. 1 of Solomon’8 
Bee, and not in Mahluph. 

The sentence about the diverse burial places, 
Edessa or Mahluph, in some copies of the Bee is 
this: “Habban, the merchant brought his body" 
(from the locality of “the King of the Indians ), 
“and laid it in Edessa, the blessed city of our Lord. 
Others say that he was buried in Mahluph, a city 
in the land of the Indians”. This is what “oihert 
say ” in Solomoh^iitys, and not fjtsow™ specific 
statement. He'is positive (but^wrong) about 
burial in Edessa first, as we know that it was 
only the bones that were taken to Edessa, and not 
the dead body of St. Thomas. Was the body taken 
from .be above king’s place (which?) to Mylapore? 

42. Fr. Perumalil versus T. K. Joseph 

Between Fr. Perumalil and myself there were 
in the Journal of Indian Hist, two controversy on 
St. Thomas the non- martyr-martyr of South India 
and the martyr of Calamiua(in the Parthian PuD^ 
and on the India of Bartbolomew-Pantaenus. See 

p. 57, para 1. . 

1) On his p. 131 Fr. Perumalil accuses me 

^^SSrpottio^ in the Ration pi 



That passage is also on p. 40 ante ’ I ... ’ P ' 3 “°' 

pz 

s ssiitftr? r s * 

Modes, up to the furthest east artbians and the 
orientals plaga.ni), and there' 
and suffered martyrdom* But p,p he Gos Pcl 
original has “et intimam orientalem ml Perumall! ’ s 
his translation is- “This Th™ Vlagam^ aud 

Parthiansand fAeJ/ei«I rf T 3 Preached to tbe 
w «»a ,b„ t, ",tTh,”i *o “T”? 

-«yraoo-. ( Fr . Hosten b^p.S? 

!■ *f£s sar/ssr^; ~~ 

tome 83, 1050, -,„i L f "” 

doves statement (of what date? > ‘ ■ P *«**I«- 

P e WraculU Thomae of m Voo? Tv”^ Latin 
priest-lance’.) ’ 00 ' ^ bls Mentions 

and died at Calamitm " + aS piercei ^ w i fc h a lance, 
Latin author adds? q 3 of lndia "> as that 
innermost eastern part^ Did 14 ^ India ’ 8 

Was there any Thomas’s inn he mean Myla P° re? 

y -‘■ nomas s (non-martyr’s or martyr’s) 
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tomb in Mylapore when Pseudo-Isidore wrote as 
above? Was his India the Indus region alone, or 
the whole of India-Pakistan of tod iy? 

We know, however, that tbe “farece-piorced 
martyr ’ St. Thomas of South India is of the period 
subsequent to 1517 A. D. 

(2). On page 56, note 177, Fr. Perumalil says 
that I have also “interpolated 'be text of Polo as 
“Saracen holy man and great prophet of their own,, 
come from Nubia*. Here, “come from Nubia is 
an interpolation”. 


The Mur,liras told Marco Polo that tbe non- 
-martyr Thomas (in the present, 2nd Mylapore 
tomb) was a Saracen holy man and great prop e 
of their own. It was the Chrises who told Polo 

(1) that he was a Pariab-arrow-killed sa > ut Tbo “ a ®; 
and (2) that he had been preaching in A '" 6,a «■ 

coming to S. E. Ma (and not in Malabar),-^. 

^^TtCferred that the 

Hindus, did agne with (bsj^ ^ that j ad ded 

assertions noted above. E words (about 

“come from Nubia to the i n0t gay that 

their non-martyr Tho !, “!' lies in [be matter of non- 
the Christians were te!^Iin 0 ACao-jh-u. 

-martyrdom, and of preachmg in ' 6 

wiwry 4 <Urr ^Tf^f'hristiaus nor the Muslims 
Ana neither the Thomas from Nubia 

asserted that their non- • j [ a i a bar, or China, 

« »— 
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-fangled St. Thomas 7n"Emv ^ t0 , their Den '- 
Empra&n is a South Indian ^ r j’ m ? oo/a ™-martyr' , 1 

? nd DO< a North Indian Brahmin priesr^E’^" 1 ’ 

is composed of t.™ m pnesL Empraan 

^aapfmeLSgm;,^ 11 '^ 1 ^ 14111 WOrd * - 
thatfLe^hanSli! ?*! °° P ’ 50 - ^ ICO, 

say that the tomb°o( St Th o aDd h - SS “ ade 0rigen 
Origen said “ParthS & 

that I inferred thai h Qn .i. , ' from 

but was also martyr^ ° y in Parthia, 

i. e. in the “Indian" ,” ed In Parthia itself, 

So I did not tamper S°o ? tCentUry Parthia - 
“change' it Z i 0rig<m 3 stat ement, and 

Fr. Perumalil’s opi^on il a th f a e tlhe 0 A h °M 1S ' S t ° ab ’- 

in the two different 

*3- Fr. Perumalil’s Picture of St. Thomas 

colour “pietrl of amT ° f ** ParUmalil ' s - a 

From the ec ene beZ^ 0 "' 5 ^ 11 - 1 ^ attire - 

him I take him to be T Th° '“T trees before 
<SoufA-Jiuj;;, „ f ''•Thomas the Apostie (of 

not St. BartholomeworSn t0 , Fr ‘ PerumaliI i- aud 
by the author in the KonUn anta l nus ’ bofch iooated 
India. ban > 0D tbe west coast of 

PrioM Fi.lion!’, 

, ».»..I*., .Lis,”™" h, * i ‘r.«. 

’ is it a true or fictitious 
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picture of the present “Empraan-soolam-martyr* 

St. Thomas from West Asia, or of the P r J v ‘ 0U ® 

“PariTn-arrow-non-martyr St.Thomas from N ubia. 

N:>n-Catholic authors' books have no pictures 
of St. Thomas, non-martvr or martyr. Where, 
and of which years, are the originals of the bt 
Thomas portraits in Catholic authors books. os 
portraits differ from one another in their facial 
features and other details. 


Where is the original of the portrait on the 
dust cover of Fr. Perumalil s book. a 

original’s date? In A. D. 50— 72? °^ m . , g 

Or, is it a later portrait as fictitious as ou ^ 

"^mpraan-soofa«-martyr’ St. Thomas n(jn _ 
after 1517 to displace the previous Sa^_ ^ 
-martyr from Nubia? See ..also pp ^ other 

The (Sun-temple of De Miracnhs, ca- BOO, & 
European accounts was change p j 0 a nd the 
into the Hindu A’aaft S odd ^ s 3 jndian ’Empraao 

(Sun-temple priest into a ° a _ 91 105j H6- 

Brahmin priest. See pp- > , 

«■ Did Gondophares Live ^^^ 9 , 
In Fr. Perumalil’s Appe° '* v#q j^uizen dfi 
there are extracts f n st century B. C. to 

Leeuw’s The Scythian f ^ Contrary to the 

3rd cent, A. D->. Be'den, assigned to Gondo- 

period A.D. 19 » « < and . “* e igOS, Dr. Leeuw* 

PW» by tfffTJS) “ b,J “ 

supposition (as ne au 
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of Gondophares’s Takt-i-Bahi inscription corres 
ponds to 26 B C . ('103 = 26 B. C.”), and the year' 
77 of Gondopherues dynasty” equals “52 B C ” 
See Dr Leeuw,” pages 351—52. 

I have requested the head of the Indian Arch- 
aeological Department, New Delhi, to examine Dr 
Leeuw s supposition (Was there only one 
Gondophares in the Soytho-Parthian dynasty?). 

A Kerala Hindu against 

S. India s St. Thomas, &X?i 5a Charter, 1320 A.D. 
v, „ f . l A '° St Thomas ; D S. India 

ZZVSti'&Z ZT 

Vincent Smith, N„„ d „, 4 Wn /TstaTS 

i "Ti'i; ? E "p'r■» «=•» »” 

»JSsrThX”.i“:fr, 00 ™ 

nntyLnna, It™ prilM m Triv.ndrn e' t"’" 

STST**• 

ol hi°l P 1 “** fi - !be *"* h ” S'™ Utt» conclnsions 

’"*7 ”°‘ ““ " 

in any other Z7^7Zlf. * 01 
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4). Neither St. Thomas nor any other Chris¬ 
tian effected mass conversion of Brahmins and 
others in India. 

Mr. Kurup does not mention the astounding 
facts, (i) that the present martyr Thomas of South 
India was a nora-martyr from 1288 to loll • •. 

and (2) that in the present Mylapore tomb sku - 
-bones, and other bones were found in 1S--U e '«” 
though the entire St. Thomas skill was at the ae y 
moment in the Ortona Church in Italy- See P- 
Nos. 1 & 2, and S. 24 ante. Hi. booklet « 
adverse criticism of the Thomas Centenary 
Souvenir published on 3 7 19o-- y r.iaht) of 

core Daily Catholic Paper Deeptka (-Light), 
Kottayam. 

B. King PalUvanavar's Crosses 

On p. 51 Mr. to’ 

or Buddhist, or Jam) cross-wearing 

Christianity yet. M hat about the c Hiada 

Paliivanavar of Neelan-per^r ^ 
chronogram “rauravam devarajyam 

pp. 47—50 ante. 

C. Iravi Korlhan, the Chettt, 1320 A. 

* -a -■ s-f • Kurup says about Iravi 

0 Q PP- 49- -\., a :: charter granted by King 
Korthan’s copper p .« (—Emperor), that, 

Vira Baghava . a ( « t - nno oaf”) to whom it 
since the P arUcu 9 _^ ifie a in the charter, it has 
rSsSemdthetlerthe plate was granted to 
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Christians at all. He means that the religious per- 
suation of Iravi Korthan' mentioned in it as the 
donee, is not specified. (Was it therefore nobody’s?) 

He does not assert that the donee was a Hindu 
though the late Dr. Goda Varma, Philology Pro-' 
fessor. Triyandrum, declared that the name is really 
the Hindu Sanskrit name Ravi Govardhana, itith. 

citing any clear instance of a decidedly Hindu 
name Korthan in other documents of about the 
same age. He has quoted a Sanskrit sloka which 
equates Korthan and Govardbanah. But its ace is 
unknown; its authorship too. 

Iravi Korthan may be a title, or an official 
designation, and not a name. Varthema, the Euro¬ 
pean traveller says (ca. 1505) that in Calicut, Mala¬ 
bar, brokers are called "lei I a or cortor". Leila is 
Arabio d&lhl, meaning a broker. Cortor is an 
European word (allied to English curt), introduced 
perhaps by Italian traders before the Portuguese 
came in 1493. Perhaps it is of some language of 
Italy. Portuguese too has cortor meaning one 
woo cats. 

, , Aa i 0 '' Iravi ma y be a corrupt form of the 

Arabic Rab-i, which means ‘Chief of’. So Rab-i- 
-Cortor means Chief of the Brokers. Tl-.e cooper 
plate charter was granted to that officer and bis 
descendants. Its date is 1320 A. D. as its 
and language show, and not 230, or 774 as some 

oa ^ o'* 
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• “72 privileges' also arc granted to ‘he donee, i 

Those privileges were granted only to ; ? 

and Jews in Kerala, as documents testily, - ^ rv _ 

to any Hindu. No document mentions <2 l £ 

eges" granted to a Hindu by a Kerala kin ■ f 

may, therefore, conclude that Irnvi or a ; n spitf ,6 4 

-i-Cortor, Master Broker) was anou-Hindu, in sp.tr.C 
of his other title “Cheramaan-.oa«rperu _ - ^ 3 ^ 

meaning the greatest merchaut of iM n-e ^ 

Chetti here is not the Hindu ***.title - 

gadakkuda and other places i~-j y ; mero hants. 
Christians too are called Chet , Mathew* -i 

, „ U. OhettL, 

Seep. 51, para 1 for another , pergtmai 

Even without the Maste , , ;s suu j e cts, and 
name, King Vira Ragbava and h.s that 

the succeeding generation dpscen g a , at 3. Vira 

Greatest Merchant^ and I to ^ o[ tbe present 

Raghava, “Emperor, was an K erala Paru- 

roval house of Cochin, a - Iore tb e year of Iravi 
mals’ (=Emperors)hei . ^ t be vast Kerala 

Kortan’s copper-plate, 1 ut upi ar ,d the Cochin 

(■“Cfeera”) empire h anoieIlt emperors heir, 

bouse continued as tK a _ niog the ancient 


gtfW** St. Thomas i 
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Song of 1601 A. D. and other anomalies have boon 

den t- with in the previous sections. 

r ,. T h6re are (urtber at >o^alios relating to South 
Inrha s non-martyr-martyr St. Thomases. For in 
stance:— 

sav thlit o The it B ‘ 0g , ra! ? h r S0ng ’ and otber accounts 
say that South fndm’s St. Thomas set up crosses 

m bis (41, 5, 7j or 7?) ehnrches in Malabar No 

such setting up of a cross or crosses in the first 

century is known in other regions. No cross is 

mentioned for his two Mylapore churches. 

W ' 3 U !3 t a,l0ged to have converted only the 
Jews, and the four high caste Hindus. The only 

one harh n 1S - th °w nilraCUl0aS allfiged conversion J| 
one barber in Niranam, in Travancore. Lot he 

Thl L T “ a l0W * Pointing caste-man. 
ih ‘ " aa "gainst Christ’s teaching and His last 
command (St Mathew 26 : 18). 

fin V' 10 the 1 0XtenBive regieu between Quilon 

fm iravancore) with one of his seven alleged 

o eae. d f he k ^ said to have 

preached or founded any church. 

1517 frn T m r n ' martyr “ St Thomas" oi l*2q to 
Mvla’nn e t0 ’ * nd P rea0 ued oniy in 

ci .S’ 7,1 DOt W the & W - re S i0D of “theseven 
birches of the martyr St. Thomas of after 1517 

tr'td Uon ofh r P ° l0 ’ S rep ° rt0f t,1G Christian 
tradition of his days, ca. 1293 

-marfir- in '°o“ ! 517 located the “priest-lance- 

7 s io-c ° 1 Ind ‘ a ' He is from Europe. 

7 ~ 5 ~ 1955 - T.K.JoE,m. 



